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PREFACE 


This  'Annual  Digest  of  the  Public  Utilities  Reports  An- 
notated for  the  year  1919  follows  the  style  and  classification 
of  the  Digests  for  1915,  1916,  1917  and  1918,  so  that  it  is 
very  easy  to  follow  the  search  for  any  question  from  one 
volume  into  the  others.  A  Table  of  Appeals,  Eehearings, 
and  Modifications  is  included  in  the  present  volume  at  page 
559,  presenting  a  list  of  the  decisions  that  have  been  ap- 
pealed, or  brought  up  on  rehearing,  or  modified  after  they 
were  published. 

As  in  the  Digests  for  1916,  1916, 1917,  and  1918,  a  Table 
of  Cases  Digested,  beginning  on  page  563,  shows  the  exact 
place  or  places  where  each  case  is  to  be  found  in  the  Digest, 
and  there  is  also  an  additional  table  of  the  minor  cases  not 
reported  in  full,  but  abstracted  in  the  Public  Utilities  Re- 
ports during  the  year.    This  table  begins  on  page  603. 

A  good  deal  of  valuable  material  which  is  not  covered  by 
digest  propositions,  and  cannot  be,  because  it  does  not  rep- 
resent any  points  actually  decided,  is  included  herein.  This 
material  consists  of  all  such  matters  as  rate  schedules,  tables 
of  costs  or  expenses,  and  various  other  statistical  tables  and 
lists  of  data,  as  well  as  discussions  of  business  policies  or 
methods,  and  a  variety  of  other  things  that  may  be  exceed- 
ingly useful  to  men  operating  public  utilities,  as  well  as  to 

lawyers. 
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ABAKDOKED  PROPEItTY. 

Accounting  for  abandoned  property,  see  Accotjntiwg,  9. 

Land  dedicated  to  the  public  as  a  development  loss,  see  Valua- 
tion, 143. 

Abandoned  property  as  a  development  loss,  see  Valuation,  150- 
168. 

ABAKDOinffEKT  OF  SERITICE. 

Generally,  see  Service,  89-107. 

Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  traek  abandoned  without 
consent  of  Missouri  Commissicm,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Bight  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of 
stockholder  to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Pathcnt,  18^ 

Legalizing  unauthorized  abandonment  of  railroad  by  Texas  legis- 
lature, see  Railboads,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  court  over  question  of  abandonment  of 
service  before  action  of  Commission,  see  Sebvice,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  repairs  to  be  made  notwith- 
standing proceediilgs  for  abandonment  of  utility  are  pending, 
see  Service,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over,  see  Service,  25-37. 

Right  of  railroad  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Com- 
mission although  authorised  by  court  of  Common  Pleas,  see 
Service,  36. 

Failure  of  natural  gas  supply  as  justifying  abandonment,  see 
Service,  141;  142. 
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•  ABILITY  TO  PAY— ACCOUNTING. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from 
duty  to  operate  it  because  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  company 
controlled  by  same  stockholders,  see  Sebvice,  148. 

Abandonment  of  railroad  service,  see  Sebvicb,  148-155. 

Abandonment  of  street  railway* service,  see  Service,  189-201. 

Abandonment  of  telephone  exchange,  see  Service,  216. 

Annotation  on  abandonment  of  service,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  286. 
Annotation  on  abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  687. 

ABIUTlr  TO  PAT. 

Ability  of  consumers  to  pay  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
rates,  see  Rates,  156-158. 

Ability  of  consumers  to  pay  as  element  to  be  considered  in  de- 
termining reasonableness  of  return,  see  Return,  158. 

ABSORPTION. 

Construction  under  Utah  statute  of  ambiguous  tariffs  covering 
absorption  of  switching  charges,  see  Rates,  315. 

ABUSE. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  President 
under  Federal  Control  Act,  sw  Courts,  5. 

ABUTTING  OWNERS. 

See  Adjacent  Pbopebtt. 

AC^CESS. 

Injury  to  property  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages, 
2-6. 

ACCIDENTS. 

Power  of  Oregon  Commission  to  require  indemnity  bond  against 
accidents  at  crossing,  see  Ciossinqs,  19. 

ACCOUNTING. 

/.  IHtty  to  leeep  proper  accounts,  1— d. 
II,  Requirements  of  a  proper  accounting  system,  4^13. 
a.  In  generalf  4—7. 
5.  Particular  accounts,  8^13. 
Ill,  Accounting  for  mttnicipal  plant,  14. 

Disapproval  of  joint  account  for  maintenance  and  depreciation,  see 
Depreciation,  12. 

As  between  parent  and  subsidiary .  companies,  see  Interoobforate  Re- 
lations, 5. 

Audit  of  books  of  gas  company  in  order  to  adjust  mistakes  in  hilling, 
see  Payment,  1. 

Methods  of  past  accounting  immaterial  in  fixing  rat«s,  see  Rates,  138. 
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ACCOUNTING,  1.,  II.  a.  7 

Estimate  of  future  operating  expenses  in  absence  of  proper  accounting 

method,  see  Return,  42. 
Uncollectable  accounts  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Rbtubn,  92-05. 
Accounting  records  of  utility  to  be  transferred  with  physical  property, 

see  Sale,  1. 
Depreciation  reserve  not  to  be  deducted  from  plant  account  in  arriving 

at  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  56. 

Annotation  on  acounting,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  835. 

Discussion  of  improper  treatment  of  the  horse,  automobile,  harno8«. 
and  repair  accounts  of  a  baggage  transfer  company,  P.U.R.IOIUB,  p. 
607. 

I.  Dutjf  to  heep  proper  accounts, 

1.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  company  to  keep  their  accounts  as  re- 
quired by  the  Commission,  and  to  render  all  possible  assistance  to 
enable  the  Commission  to  ascertain  true  values.  If  the  company  fails 
in  these  respects,  it  is  not  in  a  position  to  complain  of  reasonable  find- 
ings of  the  Commission  as  to  value.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.) 
r.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

2.  If  the  company  does  not  obey  the  orders  of  .the  Commissio/n  in 
regard  to  accounting,  and  act  upon  these  principles,  it  cannot  complain 
if  the  Oommission  is  as  liberal  in  dealing  with  the  afTairs  of  the  com- 
pany as  it  can  reasonably  be,  and  make  sure  that  it  is  properly  pro- 
tecting the  public.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  "927 
(S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

3.  The  books  of  a  utility  should  show  the  true  lelations  existing 
between  the  utility  and  the  contractors  by  whom  the  plant  was  built, 
although  they  owned  practically  all  of  the  stock  of  the  company;  since 
the  utility  is  a  separate  entity.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  752. 

IJ,  Requirements  of  a  proper  accounting  system. 

a.  In  general, 

4.  Methods  by  which  it  is  possible  for  expenditures  to  appear  both 
in  capital  and  operating  accounts  are  to  be  condemned.  Re  Illinois 
Northerh  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  817.  • 

5.  A  warehouse  company  which  operates  public  utility  warehouses 
and  is  also  engaged  in  nonutility  business  should  be  required  to  keep 
segi'egated  accounts  of  the  expenses  as  between  the  utility  and  the  non- 
utility  branches  of  its  business.  Re  Lathrop  Hay  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  239. 

6.  A  pUm  for  keeping  the  accounts  of  a  company  doing  a  utility 
and  a  nonutility  business,  so  that  its  utility  operation  may  be  readily 
identified,  should  not  permit  the  use  of  a  single  voucher  for  both  opera- 
tions.   Re  Yaquina  Bay  R.  &  Lumber  Co,  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E,  875. 

7.  The  practice  of  crediting  the  plant  account  upon  the  replace- 
ment of  property   with  the  amount  realized  on  the  sale  of  the  old 
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8  ACCOUNTING,  II.  b. 

equipment,  and  charging  that  account  with  the  entire  cost  of  new 
property,  is  obviously'  improper.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.H.1919E,  932. 

h.  Particular  accounts. 

8.  A  gas  company  should  carry  a  "suspense  account"  in  order  to 
enable  it  to  prorate  monthly  the  expense  of  renewals,  the  useful  life 
of  which  extends  over  several  months.  Re  Oregon  Power  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1019F,  620. 

9.  Property  which  haft  been  abandoned  because  obsolete,  upon  the  in- 
stallation of  more  adequate  and  modem  facilities,  should  be  charged 
to  the  depreciation  reserve  or  to  the  surplus  accounts  and  a.  "Property 
Abandoned"  account  will  not  be  authorized.     Re  Consolidated  Gas  Co. 

(N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919E,  642. 

10.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  directed  a  utility  operating  electric 
street  railway  and  heating  departments  to  set  up  a  construction  accoimt 
in  which  all  the  distinctly  railway,  electric,  and  heating  property  would 
be  shown  in  different  groups,  all  power  property  kept  separate  and 
distinct  from  other  property  accounts,  and  divided  as  between  electric 
generation  power  plant  and  heating  power  plant;  and  the  utility  waa 
further  ordered  to  make  monthly  reports  to  the  Commission  of  ad- 
ditions to  capital  account.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Mil- 
waukee (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

31.  The  uniform  system  of  the  accounts  of  the  New  York  Commis- 
sion, First  District,  contemplates  that  the  cost  of  new  property  shaU 
be  charged  to  a  specified  fixed  capital  account,  and  that  on  the  retire- 
ment of  any  property  its  actual  cost  shall  be  credited  to  the  account 
so  that  the  balance  shall  at  all  times  show  the  cost  of  property  then 
in  service,  depreciation  being  provided  for  in  a  separate  account,  so 
that  the  cost,  less  depreciation,  as  well  as  the  cost  new,  may  be  readily 
shown.    Re  New  York  Transfer  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  690. 

12.  The  accounting  rules  of  the  New  York  Commission,  First  Dis- 
trict, with  respect  to  operating  accounts,  provide  for  two  classes  of 
charges  for  maintenance  (1)  Cost  of  repairs,  including  cost  of  labor 
and  materials  in  renewing  minor  parts  of  property;  and  (2)  deprecia- 
tion, providing  for  renewals  of  major  units,  or  the  principal  parts  of 
pioperty.    Re  New  York  Transfer  Co.  (N.  V.)  P.U.R.1919B,  590. 

13.  In  authorising  an  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  baggage  transfer 
company,  it  was  required  to  rewrite  its  fixed  capital  account  accord- 
ing to  the  appraisal  of  the  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  and 
thereafter  to  follow  the  general  principles  of  the  Commission's  account- 
ing order,  charging  the  cost  of  all  new  property,  whether  additions  or 
renewals,  to  capital  account,  and  crediting  capital  accoimt  with  the 
cost  of  property  retired;  to  charge  the  sum  allowed  for  depreciation 
to  operating  expenses,  and  to  credit  it  to  depreciation  reserve;  to  charge 
such  reserve  with  the  cost  of  property  retired;  and  definitely  to  segre- 
gate renewals  from  repairs,  charging  the  former  to  capital  account 
and  only  the  latter  to  operating  expenses.  Re  New  York  Transfer  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  590. 
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ACOOUNTING,  III.— ADEQUACY.  9 

III.  Accounting  for  municipal  plant* 

14.  An  Indiana  municipal  plant,  treated  as  a  private  corporation, 
should  install  proper  accounting  and  bookkeeping  in  conformity  with 
the  Indiana  classification  of  accounts.  Re  Hammond  Waterworks 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

ACCOUNTS. 

See  AcoouNTiNO. 

ACCRUED  DEPRECIATION. 

Generally,  see  DEFBBCiATioir. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  72-80. 

ACQUISITION. 

Of  plant  by  municipality,  see  Municipal  Plai?t8,  9. 

ACTIONS. 

Right  of  action  for  damages  for  yolation  of  long  and  short  haul 

clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  Discbixikation,  87.  ' 
Limitation  of,  see  LnoTATioirs. 

Statement  of  rule  that  new  remedies  for  old  rights  are  cumulative 
and  not  excliyiive,  P.UJt.l919C,  p.  680. 

ACTS. 

See  Statutes. 

ACTS  OF  CONGRESS. 

See  Statutes. 

ACTUAI.  DEPRECIATION. 

See  DEpftBCiATioir. 

ACTUAL  TRIAI- 

Period  for  testing  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Ratbb,  X44. 

ADAPTATION  AND  SOUDIFICATION. 

Allowance  for  adaptation  and  solidffiieation  of  railroad  roadbed, 
see  Valuation,  121. 

ADDITIONS. 

S^  BEIlldSMEKTS. 

ADEQUACY. 

Inadequacy  as  a  factor  of  depreciation,  see  Depbbciatipn,  8. 
Adequacy  of  service  as  including  couttesy  to  comsumers,  see  Rb- 

TUBW,  189. 
Of  ser^'ice  generally,  see  Sebticb. 
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10      ADEQUATE  AND  REASONABLE  FACILITIES— AGENTS. 

ADEQUATE  AND  REASONABLE  FACj^LITIES. 

Meaning  of  phrase,  as  used  ip  connection  with  railroad  service,  see 
Service,  144. 

ADJACENT   PROPERTY. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  culverts  to  prevent  flood- 
ing of  adjacent  property,  see  Commissions,  23. 

Damages  from  change  in  crossing,  see  Crossings,  30. 

Injury  to  property  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages, 
2-6. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 
to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Reparation,  7. 

Consideration  of  original  cost,  present  value  and  value  of  adjacent 
property  in  determining  value  of  land  for  rate  making,  see 
Valuation,  173. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Of  ^nergency  rate  application,  see  Procedube,  8. 

ADJUSTER  OF  COMPI^INTS. 

Appointment  of  adjuster  of  complaints  as  not  relieving  utility  from 
duty  to  treat  consumers  courteously,  see  Service,  67. 

ADMINISTRATION  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  of,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  96. 

ADMINISTRATIVE  POWER. 

Of  Nebraska  Commission,  see  Commissions,  8. 

ADVANCE  PAYMENT. 

Payment  in  advance  of  service  charge,  see  Payment,  10. 
Effect  of  payment  of  service  cliarge  in  advance,  see  Rates,  206. 

ADVERTISEMENT. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  not  limited  by  advertisements  of  utility, 
see  Rates,  29. 

Effect  of  advertisements  of  company  for  sale  of  securities^  see  Re- 
turn, 153. 

AGE. 

Age  and  repairs  as  factors  in  determining  depreciation,  see  Depre- 
ciation, 20. 

AGENTS. 

Postmaster  General  rmther  tlian  his  agent  mm  proper  party  in  in- 
junction action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Par- 
ties, 12-14. 

Abandonment  of  agency  station,  see  Sebvioe,  146. 
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AGREEMENTS— AltfENDMENTS.  11 

\ 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  maintenance  of  agent 
at  station  although  not  required  by  Texas  statute,  see  Service, 
173. 

Refual  of  New  York  Commission  to^  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administraticm  to  discontinue  agency  station 
becau^  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and 
unreasonably  increased,  see  Sebviob,  174. 

AGREEMENTS. 

See  C0WTRACT8. 

AIR. 

Interference  with,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages,  3. 

Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  ^ving 
Commissicm  jurisdiction  over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  4. 

Certiorari  to  review  Commission  order  to  be  addressed  to  circuit 
and  not  to  supreme  court,  see  Cebtiobabi,  2. 

AIiDEBMEN. 

Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regu- 
late rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

AIXEGATIOH. 

Of  fact  to  be  accepted  in  mandamus  proceeding,  see  Mandamus.  1. 

AIXOCATIOH. 

See  Appobtionment. 

AI^TERATIOH. 

Of  crossing,  see  Crossings,  7. 

AI^TERHATIKO  CURRENT. 

Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  iram  altemat- 
^     ing  to  direct  current  service,  see  Sebviob,  123. 

AliTERNATIVE  WRIT. 

Of  mandamus,  see  Mandamus. 

AMENDMENTS. 

Amendment  to  oertiQcate  of  incorporation  und^r  New  York  Stock 
Cori>oration8  Law,  as  made  pursuant  to  Greneral  Corporations 
Law,  see  Cebtificates  of  Incobpohation,  2. 

Private  company  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer- 
tificate of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
•ee  PuBuc  Utilities,  36. 
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Company  orgauized  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  pri- 
vate property  as  becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to 
charter  under  New  York  Stock  Corporations  Law,  see  Public 
Utilities,  38. 

Amendment  of  rate  schedules  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Rates,  24. 

AMERICAN  TEI.EPHONB  AND  TEUBOBAPK  COMPANY. 

Payments  by  subsidiary  to  parent  company,  see  Retxtbic,  80. 
License  contract  of  subsidiary  company  as  chargeable  to  operation, 
see  Retubic,  81« 

AMORTIZATION. 

Expanses  incurred  in  proceeding  before  Commission  to  be  amortized 

over  period  of  years,"  see  Retubn,  51-54. 
Cost  of  injuries  from  flood  and  earthquake  to  be  amortized,  see 

Retubw,  74. 
Amount   of   annual'  depreciation   as   allowance   for   amorti^ration 

of  obsolete  steam  plant  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retubn, 

120. 
Of  natural  gas  property,  see  Retubn,  124. 
Sale  price  of  property  not  approved  where  excess  price  would 

create  too  great  a  burden  for  amortization,  see  Sale,  2. 
Of  discount  on  securities,  see  Valuation,  115,  118. 

ANNUAL  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Depbeciation. 

ANNUAL  REPORTS. 

See  Repobts. 

APPEAL  AND  REVIEW. 

J.  In  general,  1^4. 
II.  Scope  of  review f  powers  of  appellate  ootirts,  S^^Q*  . 

a.  In  general,  5,  e, 

b.  Nature  of  review,  7^10. 

o.  Oonclusivenees  of  orders  of  Commission,  ll'~29. 

1,  In  general,  ll-^O. 

2.  Where  authority  of  Commission  is  discretionary,  91. 
3 »  Am  to  ^risdiction  of  Commission,  22. 

d.  Potrers  of  appellate  courts,  generally,  23—26. 

e.  Error  from  Federal  Supreme  Court,  i^7— d4« 
/.  Questions  not  raised  below,  a5-d7. 

g.  Questions  not  open  to  party,  38. 
h.  Final  orders,  39, 
III,  Grounds  for  reversal,  40—4S. 
Ot,  In  general,  40—43, 
h.  Immaterial  errors,  44, 

c.  Sufficiency  of  evidence,  45— 4^. 
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.  IV •  Evidence  on  appeal,  49^5 1* 

a.  In  general,  40,  60. 

b.  Judicial  notice,  61, 
V.  Parties  on  appeal,  62-^6, 

VI,  Procedure,  60^62. 
a.  In  general,  66, 
h.  Time  for  appeal,  57. 

c,  Costa,  68, 

d,  Procedure  after  reversal,  69-^2, 

I,  In  general. 

Review  by  certiorari,  see  Certiorabi. 

Power  of  Idaho  I^islature  to  authorise  writ  of  certiorari  oj  gupreme 
court  to  review  decisions  of  Commiesion,  see  Certiobabi,  1. 

Review  of  order  of  Washington  Commission  apportioning  cost  of  cross- 
ing, see  Crossings,  25. 

Review,  of  Commission  order  directing  same  telephone  service  to  all 
consumers,  see  Discrimination,  84. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio  statute, 
see  Rates,  8. 

Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  or 
appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  asserted 
by  Supreme  Court,  see  Rates,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maryland  statute  over  street  railway 
rates  in  Baltmore,  see  Rates,  119. 

Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  than  statutory  notice  to  forestall  or- 
dinance and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pending  appeal,  see 
Rates,  205. 

Order  of  selectmen  requiring  relocating  of  tracks  of  street  railway  not 
to  b6  set  aside  l^  Commission  tnecause  of  cost,  see  Street  Railways, 
2. 

Annotation  on  appeal  and  review,  P.U.R.1019D,  p.  635. 
Rule  as  to  rhoice  of  courts  for  review  of  Commission  decision  in- 
volving Federal  constitutional  question,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  473. 

1.  An  objection  on  appeal,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Virginia 
Commission  over  a  grade-crossing  separation  proceeding,  because  of  the 
pendency  of  an  injunction  suit  involving  identical  questions,  is  invalid, 
where  th^  injunction  suit  has  been  dismissed.  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Com. 
(Va.)  F.U.R.1919B,  460  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  97  S.  E.  343). 

2.  On  appeal  from  an  order  refusing  to  dissolve  a  temporary  in- 
junction against  a  proposed  increase  in  utility  rates  beyond  the  amount 
specified  in  a  maximum  rate  statute,  the  court  cannot  refuse  to  pre- 
serve the  status  so  as  to  insure  the  effectiveness  of  the  final  decision, 
on  the  theory  that  the  defendant  utility  is  clearly  not  entitled  to  relief 
on  final  hearing,  where  its  contentions  are  well  sustained  by  authority 
and  it  is  not  certain  that  its  claim  should  not  be  sustained.  Williams 
V.  Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919C,  601  (S.  C.  —  Iowa, 
—,170  N.  W.  815). 

3.  In   an   action   to   set   aside   an    order   of   the   Commission,   the 
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single  finding  by  the  court  that  the  order  is  unreasonable,  satisfies 
the  requirement  of  a  statute  that,  upon  the  trial  of  an  issue  of  facts 
by  the  court,  the  judge  shall  state  in  his  decision  the  facts  found  by 
him.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.) 
P.U.K.1919E,  223   (S.  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  746). 

4.  The  Alabama  statutes  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission over  telephone  and  telegraph  utilities,  and  changing  the  name 
uf  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Alabama  to  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mii^sion,  do  not  give  the  right  of  appeal  from  orders  of  the  Commission 
to  the  supreme  court,  or  provide  for  the  obtaining  or  establishment  of 
a  bill  of  exceptions.  Birmingham  v.  Southeirn  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 
(Ala.)   P.U.R.1919F,  250  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  82  So.  519). 

11.  Scope  of  review f  powers  of  appellate  courts* 

a.  In  general, 

5.  The  right  of  appeal  from  an  order  refusing  to  dissolve  a  tem- 
porary injunction  is  not  limited  as  to  questions  of  law  by  the  rule  as 
to  the  discretionary  powers  of  the  court  with  reference  to  the  granting 
of  such  injunctions.  , Williams  v.  Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.  (Iowa) 
P.U.R.1919C,  501    (S.  C.  —  Iowa,  — ,  170  X.  W.  815). 

6.  No  substantial  reason  exists  why  a  Commission  order  should 
not  be  set  aside  where  the  utility  company  involved,  the  city,  and  the 
public  are  all  dissatisfied  therewith.  Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co. 
(Mich.)  P.U.R.1919F,  43. 

h.  Nature  of  review. 

7.  A  strictly  judicial  review  is  contemplated  by  §  67  of  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Act,  authorizing  the  party  aggrieved  by  a 
decision  of  the  Commission  to  apply  to  the  supreme  court  to  determine 
whether  the  Commission  has  regularly  pursued  its  authority.  Napa 
VaUey  Electric  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission   (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919E,  471. 

8.  Certiorari  to  review  a  Commission  order  which  is  beyond  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  supreme  court  cannot  be  treated  as  a  direct  appeal 
from  the  Commission,  since  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  is  limited 
by  the  Constitution  to  the  review  of  decisions  of  the  district  courts. 
Neil  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919C,  321  (8.  C. 
—  Idaho  — ,  178  Pac.  271). 

9.  When  a  case  reaches  the  Missouri  supreme  court  from  a  circuit 
court  afiirming  an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  it  must  be 
construed  as  a  suit  in  equity,  the  supreme  court,  having  the  power  to 
make  its  own  findings  of  fact.  State  ex  rel.  Missouri,  K.  k  T.  R.  Co. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  622  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
210  S.  W.  386). 

10.  Under  a  statute  authorizing  any  party  dissatisfied  with  a  final 
order  of  a  Commission  to  bring  an  action  in  court  to  set  it  aside,  the 
findings  of  fact  by  the  Commission  are  not  conclusive,  even  if  sustained 
by  substantial  evidence,  it  being  the  duty  of  the  court  to  hear  the  case 
de  novo.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R. 
Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  837  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  N.  E.  116). 
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0.  Conclusiveness  of  orders  of  Commission. 

!•  In  general. 

DiscuAsion  as  to  reasonableness  of  findings  and  orders  on  appeal, 
>.U.R.191&D,  p.  319. 

Statement  of  rule  tiiat  Commission  order  cannot  be  disturbed 
unless  it  is  unlawful  or  unreaeonable,  P.U.R.17919F,  p.  80. 

Statement  of  rule  that  judgment  is  not  reversible  merely  because 
based  upon  a  wrong  reason,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  452. 

Statement  of  rule  that  appellate  court  will  not  pass  on  credibility 
of  witnesses  or  weight  conflicting  evidence,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  973. 

11.  The  Nebraska  supreme  court  will  not  reverse  the  order  of  the 
state  Railway  Commission,  on  appeal,  unless  it  is  found  to  be  clearly 
unreasonable.  Lincoln  Commercial  Club  v.  Missouri. P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  57    (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  172  N.  W.  687). 

12.  The  law  contemplates  that  the  findings  and  orders  should  be 
made  in  the  first  instance  by  the  Commission,  which  has  powers  of  its 
own  that  the  courts  may  not  usurp.  Its  orders  will  not  be  reversed 
unless  clearly  wrong.  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Nebraska  State  R. 
Co.   (Neb.)  .P.U.R.19I9F,  307   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  173  N.  W.  690). 

13.  A  Commission  order,  not  showi^  to  be  unreasonable  or  to  impose 
excessive  rates,  should  not  be  abrogated  by  a  court  merely  because  a 
shipper  is  dissatisfied  and  desires  its  abrogation.  Shreveport  Window 
Glass  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  6^  (S.  C.  143 
La.  794,  79  So.  407). 

14.  The  making  of  rates  to  be  paid  to  a  public  utility  is  a  legis- 
lative function  to  be  exercised  by  the  legislature  or  subordinate  body 
to  which  the  power  has  been  delegated;  and  where  the  steps  prescribed 
by  the  legislature  have  been  followed,  an  order  of  such  body  will  not 
be  reversed  by  this  court,  unless  it  appears  from  the  record  of  the 
proceedings  that  it  is  unreasonable  or  unlawful.  Lima  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  888  (S.  C. 
98  Ohio  St.  110,  120  N.  E.  330)'. 

15.  The  order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  fixing  the  valu- 
ation of  the  property  of  the  company  and  the  rates  that  it  may  charge 
for  service,  under  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  this  case,  is  not 
unlawful  or  unreasonable.  Lima  Tekph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  888  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  110, 
120  N,  E.  330). 

16.  This  court  upon  appeal  cannot  disturb  findings  of  the  Commis- 
sion, unless  it  appears  that  some  requirements  of  the  law  have  been 
violated  or  disregarded,  or  that  the  result  reached  cannot  reas'onably 
be  derived  from  the  facts  proved.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  927   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

17.  The  question  whether  an  emergency  exists  tequiring  an  increase 
of  rates,  although  primarily  for  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  is  open  for 
oonsideration  by  the  courts  upon  review,  subject  to  the  well-recognized 
burden  imposed  upon  all  who  challenge  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mission.    Smith  V.  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  677. 

18.  To  reverse   and  set  aside  a  Commission  order  on  the  ground 
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that  it  is  unreasonable,  the  Commission's  action  must  have  been  arbi- 
trary, not  resting  on  a  reasonable  basis,  for  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 
tionary powers  of  the  Commission.  Chicago  Motor  Bus  Co.  v.  Chicago 
Stage  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  157  (S.  C.  287  IlL  320,  122  N.  E.  477).. 

19.  One  seeking  to  suspend  an  experimental  or  provisional  order  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission,  fixing  a  rate  for  the  purpose  of  fur- 
nishing temporary  relief  to  a  public  service  corporation,  as  well  as  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  the  evidence  necessary  to  a  permanent  adjust- 
ment of  its  rates,  must  show  from  the  evidence  heard  by  the  Commis- 
sion that  the  enforcement  of  such  order  will  result  in  an  unreasonable 
and  arbitrary  burden  upon  him.  Incidental  inequalities  which  may 
arise  from  the  administration  of  such  public  service  company's  busi- 
ness under  such  an  order  will  not  be  sufficient  ground  for  suspending 
the  same,  where  it- appears  that  there  is  reasonable  necessity  for  the 
evidence  which  will  be  gained  by  such  administration  in  order  to  prop- 
erly determine  and  readjust  such  rates.  Charleston  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  792. 

20.  An  order  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  increasing  street  railway 
rates  should  not  be  disturbed  although  it  is  designated  as  an  "emer- 
gency" order  and  the  facts  disclosed  by  the  record  show  that  no  emer- 
gency existed  within  the  meaning  of  §  1797-28  of  the  statutes,  it  ap- 
pearing that  the  petition  was  broad  enough  to  cover  both  emergency 
rates  and  general  rates,  that  there  was  a  full  hearing,  and  that  the 
company  was  receiving  an  inadequate  return.  Smith  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  76  (S.  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  173  N.  W.  312). 

2,  Where  authority  of  Commission  is  discretionary. 

21.  The  courts  cannot  entertain  an  order  to  the  Louisiana  Com- 
mission to  show  cause  why  a  ruling  rejecting  a  shipper's  complaint 
should  not  be  set  aside  and  why  it  should  not  penalize  the  railroad, 
where  no  appeal  lies  from  the  decisions  oi  the  Commission,  and  the 
Commission's  authority  to  penalize  is  discretionary.  Shreveport  Win- 
dow Glass  Co.  v.  Railroad  Coinmission  (La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  62  (S.  C. 
143  La.  794,  79  So.  407). 

S»  As  to  jurisiliction  of  Commission. 

22.  A  requirement  that  findings  and  conclusions  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  questions  of  facts  shall  be  final,  and  not  subject  to  review, 
does  not  apply  to  questions  involving  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sion itself;  and  therefore  a  decision  that  a  corporation  is,  or  is  not, 
a  public  utility,  is  reviewable.  Allen  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  398  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  175  Pac.  406). 

d.  Powers  of  appellate  courts,  generally, 

23.  A  court  exercising  a  derivative  or  appellate  jurisdiction  over 
Commission  orders  cannot  affirm  an  order  which  the  Commission  had 
no  power  to  make.  Lusk  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72). 

24.  The  California  courts,  under  the  state  Constitution,  have  no 
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power  to  review  a  decision  of  the  Commission  raising  the  rates  of  a 
public  utility.  Santa  Monica  v.  Railroad  Comipission  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  808  (S.  C.  —  Cal-  — ,  177  Pae.  989). 

25.  Upon  a  review  of  a  Commission  order  requiring  a  corporation 
to  continue  the  operation  of  a  railroad,  the  court  is  without  jurisdic- 
tion to  determine  whether  such  operation  is  in  violation  of  the  com- 
pany's charter.  Broolcs-Scanlan  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1    (S.  C\  144  La.  — ,  81  So.  727). 

26.  An  experimental  order  entered  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion, fixing  the  rate  to  be  charged  by  a  public  service  corporation  for 
the  services  rendered  by  it  to  ito  patrons,  covering  a  certein  period 
of  time,  or  until  the  further  order  of  such  Commission,  is  such  an  order 
as  is  subject  to  control  by  this  court  by  the  exercise  of  its  original 
jurisdiction  conferred  by  the  provisions  of  §  16  of  chapter  150  of  the 
Code  (§  661).  Charleston  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  792. 

e.  Error  from  Federal  Supreme  Court. 

27.  The  Federal  Supreme  Court  will  not  go  behind  the  decision  of 
a  stete  court  that  the  rates  which  a  street  railway  company  may 
charge  are  subject  to  regulation  by  a  Public  Utilitiea  Oommission  and 
were  regulated  by  it  in  due  form,  if  the  stete  could  confer  such  power. 

'  Englewood  v.  Denver  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919B,  638  (S.  C.  248 
U.  S.  294,  63  L.  ed.  253,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  100). 

28.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ  of  error 
td  a  stete  court  to  examine  for  itself  whether  there  is  any  basis  in  the 
admitted  facts,  or  in  the  evidence  when  the  facte  are  in  dispute,  for  a 
finding  by  the  state  court  that  the  Federal  right  has  been  waived. 
Union  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919B,  • 
316   (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  67,  63  L.  ed.  131,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  24).. 

29.  An  order  of  a  state  Public  Utilities  Commission,  upheld  by  the 
highest  court  of  the  stete,  requiring  the  restoration  of  a  sidetrack  by 
a  railway  company,  being  legislative  in  its  nature,  and  made  by  an 
instrumentelity  of  the  state,  is  a  stete  law  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  Congress  regulating  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  over  stete  courts.  Lake 
Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Cameron 
(U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  459  (S.  C.  249,  U.  S.  422,  63  L.  ed.  684,  39  Sup.  a. 
Rep.  345). 

30.  A  supplementary  decree  of  a  district  court  in  a  subordinate 
proceeding  which  was  not  merely  ancillary  to  the  main  cause,  Jn 
which  Federal  jurisdiction  was  invoked  solely  on  the  ground  of  the 
presence  of  a  Federal  question,  but  was  in  effect  a  part  of  the  main 
cause,  taken  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect  a  decree  of  the 
Federal  Supreme  Court  reversing  the  final  decree  in  the  main  cause, 
and  also  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  a  reservation  of  jurisdiction 
by  the  court  below  as  oonteined  in  such  final  decree,  must  be  treated 
as  iteelf  presenting  a  Federal  question  so  as  to  justify,  under  the  Ju- 
dicial Code,  §  238,  a  direct  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court.    Arkadelphia 

P,U.R.1919  Dig.— 2. 
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Mill.  Co.  V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.   (U.  S.)   P.U.R.1910C,  710 
(S.  C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

31.  ITie  contention  of  a  carrier  that  an  order  of  a  state  Commis- 
sion requiring  it  to  transport  a  carnival  show  equipment  between  two 
points  in  the  state  at  a  specified  reasonable  rate  deprived  such  carrier 
of  its  right  to  make  or  refuse  to  make  a  contract  as  a  private  carrier 
for  the  transportation  of  traveling  shows,  and  thereby  denied  due  proc- 
ess of  law  and  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws,  is  too  clearly  without 
merit  to  require  consideration  by  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ 
of  error  to  a  state  court,  where  it  bad  been  the  carrier's  pactice  to 
transport  such  shows  on  application  under  special  contract,  and  the. 
Commission's  order  permitted  the  carrier  to  make  the  special  terms 
for  transportation  which  had  been  customary  with  it  in  like  cases. 
Southern  P.  Co.  v.  Arizona  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  462  (S.  C.  249  U. 
8.  472,  63  L.  ed.  713,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  313). 

32.  A  controversy  as  to-  which  of  two  existing  agencies  or  arms  of  a 
state  government,  a  municipality  or  a  state  corporation  commission,  is 
authorized  for  the  time  being  to  exercise  in  the  public   interest  the. 

,  power  of  rate  regulation  of  a  public  utility,  subject  to  which  power  the 
franchise  confessedly  was  granted,  involves  no  question  under  the  con- 
tract clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  but  only  a  question  of  local 
law,  the  decision  of  which  by  the  highest  court  of  the  state  is  final. 
Pawhuska  v.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R,1919E,  178  (S. 
C.  260  U.  S.  394,  63  L.  ed.  1064,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  626). 

33.  No  Federal  question  is  involved  on  an  ^>peal  from  a  Commission 
order  requiring  the  issuance  of  tickets  or  tokens  as  the  sole  means 
whereby  the  public  can  avail  itself  of  a  7-cent  street  railway  fare, 
established  by  such  order,  since  there  is  no  attempt  to  make  anything 
else  than  jjilver  or  other  coin  or  money  of  the  United  States  legal 
tender.  -  Fall  River  t.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  992  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  329,  122  N.  E.  406). 

34.  Whether  the  orders  of  a  State  Railroad  Commission  fixing 
intrastate  rates  for  transporting  logs  were  in  force  pending  an  injunc- 
tion, and  before  the  carrier  had  fixed  rates  in  pursuance  of  a  mandate 
of  the  state  court;  whether  the  state  laws  permit  an  action  to  be 
maintained  against  the  carrier  charging  higher  rates,  without  an 
order  of  reparation  by  the  Commission;  and  whether  the  state  statutes 
purport  to  make  the  order  fixing  the  rates  conclusive  in  suits  brought 
by  shippers  to  recover  the  difference  between  the  rates  fixed  and  the 
higher  rates  charged  by  the  carrier, — are  questions  depending  on  the 
construction  of  the  state  laws,  as  to  which  the  decision  of  the  state 
court  is  conclusive  in  proceedings  in  error  in  the  Federal  Supreme 
Court.  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
787  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  30,  63  L.  ed.  107,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  13). 

/.  Questiona  not  raised  below. 

36.  Under  the  Missouri  statute  (Laws  1913,  §  110,  p.  640)  points 
not  made  in  an  application   for  a  rehearing  before  the  Commission 
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cannot  be  determined  on  appeal  in  certiorari.    Luak  t.  Public  Service 
C<Mnoii«ftion  (Mo.>  P.UJL1919D,  185  (S,  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72>. 

36.  The  eourt  on  appeal  in  certiorari  is  precluded  from  the  con- 
sideration ei  errors  not  drawn  to  the  attention  of  the  court  nisi  on 
a  motion  for  a  new  trial  or  moti<Mi  in  arrest.  Losk  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185   (&  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  a  W.  72). 

37.  It  is  too  late  at  final  hearing  to  object  that  the  prosecutor  has 
no  standing  to  prosecute  a  writ  of  certiorari,  no  objection  having  been 
made  when  the  writs  were  allowed.  O'Brien  v.  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.K.1919B,  865  (S.  a  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  105  Atl.  132). 

1^.  Questions  nai  open  fo  party. 

,  38.  Under  a  statute  providing  that  error  to  be  reversible  must 
be  error  against  the  appellant  or  plaintiff  in  error,  a  receiver  of  a 
railroad  company  who  has  appealed  cannot  make  a  point  in  favor  of 
the  company  which  has  failed  to  appeaL  Lusk  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72). 

h.  Final  orders, 

39.  A  Commission  order  merely  requiring  the  filing  of  reasonable 
rates,  not  determining  that  any  rate  is  just  and  reasonable,  is  inter- 
locutory, and  not  final,  and  is  therefore  not  appealable  under  §  68  of 
the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission 
ex  reL  Stein  v.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  (lU.)  P.UJL1019D,  328  (S.  C. 
287  m.  447,  122  K.  K  850). 

Ill,  Chrounds  for  reversal. 

a.  In  general, 

40.  A  decision,  in  an  action  to  set  aside  an  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion fixing  rates,  that  the  order  is  unreasonaMe,  should  be  based  upon 
evidence  before  the  court,  and  not  upon  a  supposition  that  a  subse- 
quent order  increasing  the  rates  fixed  in  the  former  order  of  the 
Ck)roroission  rescinded  the  former  order  as  unreasonable,  rendering  it 
void  from  the  beginning,  since  both  orders  might  be  sustained  as 
reasonable  when  made.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  k  Light  Co.  v.  Rail- 
road Commiasion  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  223  (a  a  —  Wis.  •,  172  N. 
W.  746). 

41.  A  charge  as  to  the  duty  of  a  railroad  company  with  respect 
to  depot  facilities,  couched  in  the  language  of  the  statute,  followed  by 
a  statement  that  the  company,  if  dissatisfied  with  an  order  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  thereto,  may  enjoin  the  enforcement  thereof 
if  unreasonable,  is  not  assailable  on  appeal  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
not  conditioned  with  a  statement  that  the>  company  is  entitled  to  a 
reasonable  return.  Angelina  &  N.  River  R.  Ck}.  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  454  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W. 
703). 

42.  An  order  of  the  South  Dakota  Commission  requiring  a  railway 
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company  to  construct  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences  at  a  farm  croas- 
ing  is  not  reversible  on  appeal  to  the  courts  by  reason  of  the  mere 
failure  of  the  Commission  to  make  findings  as  to  whether  the  kind 
of  crossing  guards  and  fences  would  endanger  the  safety  of  the 
traveling  public  and  persons  operating  trains,  although  the  statute 
requires  a  report  of  the  Commission  including  findings  of  fact  upon 
which  it  bases  its  conclusions,  where  there  were  findings  sufiicient 
for  a  prima  facie  case  requiring  the  construction  of  the  crossing,  and 
the  lack  of  findings  was  not  questioned  by  any'  assignment  of  error  or 
otherwise,  and  there  is  no  dispute  as  to  what  the  facts  are.  Dwyer  v. 
Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  448  (S.  C.  —  S.  D. 
— ,  171  N.  W.  760). 

43.  No  reversal  is  required  under  a  statute  providing  that  a  Com- 
mission shall  render  findings  ''concerning  the  subject-matter  and  facts," 
although  the  Commission's  findings  are  in  the  nature  of  conclusions  of 
law,  merely,  if  the  controversy  involves  a  question  of  law  only,  and  the 
facts  are  conceded^  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Alton  Bd.  v. 
Cleveland,  C.  C.  A  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.)' P.U.R.1919A,  439  (S.  C.  285 
111.  184,  120  N.  E.  626). 

h.  Intfnaterial  errors. 

44.  On  the  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  a  Commission  order 
requiring  the  construction  of  a  depot  building  and  station  facilities 
at  a  specified  place,  the  admission  of  evidence  of  population  and  growth 
of  a  near'by  town  is  not  reversible  error  where  other  testimony  from 
which  the  comparison  could  be  made,  was  admitted  without  objection. 
Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  328 
(S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  635). 

c,  Sufflci^cy  of  evidence* 

45.  No  error  is  committed  by  a  trial  court  in  refusing  to  submit 
aa  issue  as  to  which  no  evidence  has  been  offered.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion V.  Pecos  k  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R,1919E;  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex. 
Civ.  App.  -^,  212  S.  W.  635). 

40.  An  order  imposing  a  fine  against  a  utility  for  violation  of  an 
order  of  the  Commission  requiring  filing  of  certain  reports,  must  be 
reversed  where  the  evidenee  included  in  the  record  does  not  support 
such  order.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
03  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  180  Pac.  849). 

47.  A  finding  of  a  trial  court,  that  through  and  joint  rates  are 
unnecessary,  is  sustained  by  evidence,  among  other  things,  that  the 
railroad  company  desiring  such  rates  has  no  standard  equipment,  and 
that  its  cars  would  not  pass  in  general  interchange  on  steam  railroads. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind. 
P.U.R,1919B,  837   (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  N.  E.  116). 

48.  The  public  necessity  and  convenience  required  to  justify  a  Com- 
mission order  for  through  railroad  rates  is  not  established  by  the 
Commission  order  itself,  fixing  such  rates,  where  the  order  is  chal- 
lenged on  appeal  as  not  supported  by  evidence.     State  Pub.  Utilities 
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Commission  ex  rel.  Chicago  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  K  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1W9C,  620   (S.  C.  286  111.  582,  122  N.  E.  158). 

IV.  Evidence  on  appeal. 

a.  In  general, 

49.  Under  a  statute  authorizing  different  and  additional  evidence 
to  that  beard  by  a  Commission  on  appeal,  the  court  may  admit  evi- 
dence of  operating  expenses  at  a  time  Bubsequent  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commission,  especially  where  such  evidence  tends  to  show  whether  the 
Commission  order  fs  valid  or  invalid.  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Frazee  (Ind.)  P.U.RJ919C,  979  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  328). 

h.  Judicial  notice* 

50.  In  an  action  in  the  nature  of  an  appeal  from  a  Commission  order 
fixing  teleplione  rates,  the  testimony  of  an  expert  accountant  expe- 
rienced in  tel^hone  matters,  on  the  question  whether  in  the  last  few 
years  th^  cost  of  operating  telephone  plants  in  a  specified  state  had 
increased  per  telephone  station,  as  to  whether  it  is  good  business  to 
allow  a  discount  of  10  to  15  cents  per  month  on  rentals  not  paid  in 
advance,  and  as  to  whether  a  certain  percentage  of  return  is  reason- 
able, ia  admissible.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Frazee  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  979  (8.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  328). 

51.  In  considering  the  reasonableness  of  an  order  requiring  the 
construction  of  an  underpass  railway  crossing,  the  supreme  court  of 
appeals  of  Virginia  will  take  judicial  notice  of  the  difficulty  of  securing 
materials  for  railroad  construction  due  to  abnormal  war  conditions. 
Southern  R,  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919B,  460  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  97 
S.  E.  343). 

F.  Parties  on  appeal. 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Pabtibs,  5. 

52.  A  petition  for  a  stay  of  an  order  appealed  from  is  not  invali- 
dated by  the  fact  that  it  is  signed  by  other  parties  in  addition  to  those 
who  signed  the  notice  of  appeal.  Robertson  v.  Wilmington  &  P.  Traction 
Co.  (Del.)  P.U.R.1910B,  129  (S.  C.  —  Del.  — ,  104  Atl.  839). 

53.  A  city  and  town  have  the  right  to  appeal  from  a  final  order  of 
the  Rhode  Island  Commission  entered  in  a  proceeding  which  was 
initiated  upon  proper  notice  by  the  Commission  to  investigate  the 
reasonableness  of  gas  rate  schedules  filed  by  the  utility  affecting  such 
city  and  town,  and  in  which  proceeding  the  city  and  town  were  per- 
mitted to  intervene  as  parties.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Provi- 
dence Gas  Co.  (R.  1.)  P.U.R.1919A,  783,  (S.  C.  —  R.  I.  — ,  104  Atl.  809). 

54.  In  a  suit  in  equity  by  a  state  railway  against  the  Massa- 
chusetts Public  Service  Commission  to  review  an  order  fixing  rates,  a 
city  through  which  the  railway  runs  is  not  entitled  to  be  heard  as 
a  party  to  the  proceediiig,  since  the  city  itself  may  petition  to  review 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


22  APPEAL  AND  REVIEW,  VI.  a— c. 

the  order  and  is  therefore  afforded  an  ample  remedy.  Donham  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  880  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  309, 
122  N.E.  397). 

55.  Shippers  not  parties  to  the  original  proceedings  in  which  the 
enforcement  of  certain  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed 
by  a  state  commission  was  permanently  enjoined,  but  who  came  in  by 
intervention  before  a  master  appointed  after  the  reversal  of  the  in- 
junction decrees  on  appeal,  to  determine  the  damages  sustained  be- 
cause of  the  injunction,  are  entitled  to  invoke  the  principle  of  restitu- 
tion by  the  carriers  of  the  charges  collected  by  them  in  excess  of  the 
Commission's  rates  after  the  entry  of  the  injunction  decrees,  where 
the  Commission,  in  defending  their  rate  schedules  against  the  carriers* 
attacks,  represented  all  shippers,  the  final  decrees  restrained  all  ship- 
pers from  taking  advantage  of  the  Commission's  rates,  and  the  car- 
riers, during  the  time  that  such  decrees  remained  unreversed,  obtained 
the  benefit  6f  the  injunction  by  exacting  from  intervening  •claimants, 
among  others,  the  excess  charges  that  form  the  basis  of  the  claims. 
Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1919G,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  8.  134,  63  L.  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  ?37). 

VI.  Procedure. 

a.  In  general* 

66.  The  Federal  Supreme  Court,  upon  affirming  a  decree  which 
dismissed  the  bill  in  a'  suit,  to  enjoin  the  municipal  construction  of  a 
street  railway  paralleling  and  crossing  an  existing  privately  owned 
line,  will  not  direct  that  the  bill  be  retained  for  a  claim  of  damages 
growing  out  of  the  construction  of  the  road,  but  will  order  that  the 
affirmance  be  without  prejudice  to  further  proceedings  to  recover  any 
damages  to  which  the  street  railway  company  may  be  entitled.  United 
Railroads  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  282  (S.  C.  249  U.  S. 
517,  63  L.  ed.  739,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  361).- 

h>  Time  for  appeal. 

57.  A  suit  attacking  an  order  of  the  Louisiana  Commission  cannot 
be  entertained  by  the  courts  if  filed  more  than  three  months  after  such 
order  is  made.  Shreveport  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Railroad  Co'»»m:  -ion 
(La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  62  (S.  C.  143  La.  794,  79  So.  407). 

c.  Costs, 

68.  Commission  expenses  taxed  under  a  statute  allowing  the  Com- 
mission to  tax  such  expenses  only  when  it  finds  that  an  order  should 
be  entered  against  the  utility  being  investigated  is  properly  required 
to  be  repaid  the  utility,  where  the  Commission  order  is  reversed  by  the 
court.  Public  Service  Commission  V.  Frazee  (Ind,)  P.U.R.1919C,  979 
(S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  328). 
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d.  JProcedure  after  reversal. 

Liability  on  injunction  bond  after  reversal  on  appeal,  see  Injunction, 
.6,  6. 

69.  A  decree  of  tbe  Federal  Supreme  Court  by  which  certain  decrees 
below  permanently  enjoining  the  enforcement  of  certain  intrastate 
freight  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed  by  a  state  commission,  aiid 
retaining  jurisdiction  for  such  further  orders  and  decrees  as  might  be 
necessary,  were  reversed  and  remanded  for  dismissal  without  prejudice, 
and  for  such  further  proceedings  in  conformity  with  the  court's  opin- 
ion as  right  and  justice  require,  leaves  the  lower  court  at  liberty  to  set 
asijde  so  much  of  its  final  decrees  as  released  the  carriers  and  their 
sureties  from  liabilities  theretofore  incurred  under  the  injunction  bonds, 
and  to  determine  the  extent  of  such  liabilities.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co. 
V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710  <S.  C.  249 
U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

60.  The  reversal  on  appeal  of  the  final  decrees  by  which  the  en- 
forcement of  certain  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed  by 
a  state  commission  was  permanently  enjoined  requires  that  restitution 
be  made  by  the  carriers  of  the  charges  collected  by  them  in  excess  of 
the  commission's  rates  after  the  entry  of  such  decrees.  Arkadelphia 
Mill.  Co.  V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  8.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710 
(S.  C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

61.  The  objection  that  an  order  referring  to  a  master  the  question 
of  the  damages  sustained  by  reason  of  an  injunction  decree  which  had 
been  reversed  was  made  under  a  rule  of  court  that  related  only  to 
damages  recoverable  on  injunction  bonds,  and  furnished  no  foundation 
for  a  decree  based  on  the  theory  of  restitution, — is  without  weight 
where  there  was  a  full  hearing  on  the  merits,  and  there  is  no  question 
as  to  the  facts.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St.  Louia  Southwestern  R. 
Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

62.  The  reversal  without  prejudice  of  final  decrees  by  which  the 
enforcement  of  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed  by  a 
4tate  conimission  was  permanently  enjoined  does  not  leave  the  rights 
of  the  parties  in  doubt,  so  as  to  make  it  improper  for  the  court  below 
to  award  damages  either  on  the  basis  of  a  breach  of  the  injunction 
bonds  or  on  the  basis  of  restitution.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St. 
Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  S. 
134,  68  L,  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  a.  Rep.  237). 

APFEI.IJLTE  COURTS. 

Generally,  see  Coubts. 

Jurisdiction  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  23-26. 

Effect  of  erroneous  judgment,  see  Judgment,  L 

APPEIXATE  JURISDICTION. 

Courts  as  having  appellate  jurisdiction  only  over  rate  contracts, 
see  Rates,  21. 
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APPUCATIOH. 

Time  of  application  for  construction  of  crossing,  see  CBOSsncos, 
31. 

APPOBTIOMMEIIT. 

/.  BlectHotty,  i-a. 
//.  Gas,  4. 
III.  Interurhan  railways,  S^X7* 

a.  Expenses,  6^13. 

b.  Vaiues  or  investment,  14^16* 
o.  Revenues,  17. 

IV.  Street  railways,  IS,  19. 

V.  Telephones,  SO-^3. 
VI.  Water,  94^-^7. 
VII.  Viiitty  operating  several  departments,  23^^48. 

a.  Electricity  and  gas,  2S, 

b.  Electricity,  gas,  and  heating,  29. 

c.  Electricity  and  hefUing,  80-^6. 

d.  Electricity  and  street  railway,  37^41. 

e.  Electricity  and  water,  42,  43. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion  between 

city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see  Commissions, 

51. 
Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  apportionment  of  maintenance 

of  terminal  railroad  as  between  railroads  under  Federal  control, 

see  CoMMi88iONS,-52. 
Validity  of   Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between   patron   and 

railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process. 

see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 
Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  .between   railroads, 

see   Constitutional  Law,  25. 
Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  apportion  crossing  expenses  notwith- 
standing contract,  see   Constitutional  I>aw,   66. 
Effect  6i  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  creating 

municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission  of  cost 

of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional  Law,  107. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  apportionment  of  cost  of  crossings, 

see  Crossings,  17,  18. 
Of  cost  of  crossing  protection,  see  CBOSSmos,  20,  21. 
Of  cost  of^  construction  of  crossing,  see  Crossings,  22-27. 
Apportioning  increased  cost  of  coal,  labor  and  taxes  between  electric 

consumers,  see  Discbimination,  44,  45. 
Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  divide  expense  of  block  signal  system 

on  street  railways,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  1. 
Apportionment  by  Maine  Commission  of  cost  of  use  of  terminal  by 

railroads  under  Federal  control,  see  Intercorporate  Relations, 

2. 
Of  interest  on  cost  of  unicm  station  among  railroads  using  it»  see 

Railboads,  2. 
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Power  of  Indiana  CTommission  to  apportion  joint  rates  between  rail- 
roads, see  Rates,  106. 

Of  service  charge  for  heating  to  be  based  on  radiation,  see  Rates,  269. 

Town  and  outside  consumers  not  to  be  segregated  in  proceeding  to  de- 
termine reasonableness  of  water  rates,  see  Retubn,  198. 

Apportionment  of   revenues    and   expenses   to   show   convenience   and  • 
necetoity  of  railroad  station,  see  Sebvice,  175. 

X.  Eleotrictty. 

Discussion  of  apportionment  of  joint  costs  between  the  departments 
of  an  electric  utility,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  232. 

1.  Revenue  of  an  electric  utility,  properly  apportionable  to  one 
of  its  plants,  was  credited  at  the  average  realization  for  the  entire 
city,  and  not  at  the  residence  rate  prevailing  in  the  neighborhood  of  the 
plant.     Re  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  558. 

2.  In  determining  the  value  of  an  electric  plant  for  rate  making, 
the  costs  of  betterments  and  improvements  since  the  appraisal  of  the 
physical  property  by  the  Commission's  engineers  were  apportioned  be- 
tween the  railway  and  electric  departments  of  the  utility,  on  the  basis 
of  their  respective  demands.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1939B,  224. 

3.  In  order  to  determine  the  cost  equitably  chargeable  to  the  vari- 
ous classes  of  consumers,  the  expenses  of  a  utility  are  divided  into 
three  classes:  (1)  "Output"  expenses,  or  those  variable  expenses  which 
are  closely  allied  to  the  output,  and  will  cease  if  operations  are  dis- 
continued; (2)  "capacity"  expenses,  or  those  which  are  more  or  less 
fixed  in  nature  and  continue  irrespective  of  whether  the  plant  is  operat- 
ing or  not;  and  (3)  "consumer"  expenses,  or  those  directly . allocatable 
to,  or  which  are  a  function  of,  the  number  of  consumers  connected. 
Re  Wisconsin,  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919i3, 
224. 

XX.  Gas. 

4.  An  apportionment  as  between  two  localities  in  which  a  gas 
company  is  operating  need  not  be  made  in  a  rate  proceeding,  where 
the  conditions  in  the  two  cities  are  very  similar,  the  same  rate  is 
charged  in  each,  and  items  which  can  be  strictly  allocated  show  similar 
ratios.  Consumers  of  Gas  v.  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.y.R.1919E,  294. 

XXX.  Interurhan  railways. 

a.  Expenses. 

IHscussion  of  methods  of  apportioning  maintenance  of  equipment 
expense,  P.U.R.1910B,  p.  406. 

Discussion  of  apportionment  of  superintendence  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  407. 
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DiscusBion  of  method  of  apportionment  of  transmission  system 
expenses  of  an  interurban  electric  railway,  P.L*.U.1919B,  p^  409. 

Discussion  of  motor  horse  power  basis  of  apportioning  power 
purckased  expense  of  an  interurban  electric  railway,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
410. 

5.  An  apportionment  of  maintenance  of  way  and  structure  ex- 
penses as  between  states  and  divisions  of  a  railway,  by  allocating 
directly  to  each  the  items  directly  assignable,  and  dividing  only  the 
common  expenses  on  the  track-mile  basis,  is  preferable  to  one  in 
which  the  expenses  are  lumped,  and  then  divided  on  the  track-mile  basis. 
Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

6.  In  apportioning  the  expenses  of  maintenance  of  track  and 
right  of  way  of  a  railway  company  as  between  freight  and  passenger 
traffic,  any  incidental  overhead  expenses  due  to  weather  stress  shouli 
be  apportioned  on  the  same  basis  as  that  due  to  wear  and  tear;  since 
the  track  is  maintained  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  freight  and ' 
passengers,  whether  or  not  its  maintenance  is  due  to  elemental  action 
or  the  passage  of  traffic.  Re  Joplin  d^  P.  R.  Ck>.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
366. 

7.  No  portion  of  the  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  expenses 
of  a  railway  should  be  divided  between  intrastate  and  interstate  business 
on  the  weather  stress  theory,  the  proper  basis  for  the  entire  expense 
being  passenger  1  mile.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Ck>.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
366. 

8.  The  track-mile  basis  of  dividing  maintenance  of  way  and  struc- 
tures expenses  as  between  different  divisions  of  a  railway  is  preferable 
to  a  division  on 'the  basis  of  the  number  of  days  worked  by  the  section 
gang  on  the  different  divisions.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.K. 
1919B,  366.   . 

9.  The  accounts  '*Other  maintenance  of  \yay,  poles  and  fixtures, 
distribution  system,  miscellaneous  electric  line  expense  and  buildiii^rs. 
fixtures   and  grounds,"  of  a   railway   company,  are  more   accurately 

^divided  between  passenger  and  freight  traffic  on  the  gross  ton-mile 
basis  than  on  the  train-mile  basis.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

10.  Substation  equipment  maintenance  expense  is  properly  appor- 
tioned between  states  and  divisions  of  an  electric  railway. — ^freight 
and  passenger  traffic  on  the  basis  of  the  gross  tons  of  freight  and 
passengers  transported  over  the  actual  mileage  upon  which  the  power 
the  substation  serves  is  used.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
366. 

11.  An  apportionment  of  that  part  of  the  power-purchased  account 
of  an  electric  railway,  assignable  to  the  passenger  traffic,  on  the  basis 
of  the  gross  ton  miles  of  traffic  moved  by  such  power,  is  proper,  since 
it  is  an  accurate  measure  of  the  use  of  the  power.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R. 
Co.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

12.  Under  the  heading  "Conducting  transportation,''  the  expense 
of  train  despatching  should  not  be  included  as  part  of  the  "super- 
intendence" account,  and  apportioned  as  an  overhead,  but  ^ould  be 
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separated   therefrom   and    apportioned   on    the   train-mile   basis.     Re 
Joplin  k  P.  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  368. 

13.  An  apportionment  of  passenger  conductors,  motormen,  and 
trainmen  expenses  by  which  the  portion  assignable  to  a  particular 
branch  of  the  railway  was  assigned  practically  direct  and  then  divided 
between  states  on  car  miles,  and  the  state  expense  between  intra- 
state and  interstate  traffic  on  passengers  1  mile  of  each  class,  is  prefer- 
able to  a  division  between  states  on  car  miles,  between  branches  or  divi- 
sions of  the  road  on  car  hours,  and  between  intrastate  and  interstate 
traffic  on  a  time  test.    Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

b.  Values  or  investtnent. 

Discussion  of  the  details  of  the  apportionment  of  the  property  of 
an  interurban  electric  railway  as  between  intrastate  and  interstate 
and  passenger  and  other  traffic,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  881. 

14.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  an  intrastate  passenger 
rate  of  a  railway  operating  between  Missouri  and  Kansas,  the  joint 
property  was  first  apportioned  between  Missouri  and  Kansas,  and 
the  Missouri  portion  then  apportioned  between  the  intrastate  passenger 
service  and  other  service,  upon  various  bases.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)    P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

15.  The  gross  ton-mile  basis  of  apportioning  property  values  between 
interstate  passenger  and  other  service  is  more  accurate  than  either 
the  engine  ton-mile  or  the  motor  ton-mile  basis.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

16.  The  allowance  of  working  capital  of  a  Missouri  railway  com- 
pany, in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  was  apportioned  between  intra- 
state passenger  and  other  service  on  the  ratio  of  the  Missouri  intra- 
state operating  expenses  to  the  system  operating  expenses.  Re  Joplin 
&  P.  R.  Co.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

c.  Revenues, 

17.  Baggage,  express,  station,  and  car-privilege  revenues  should 
be  apportioned  between  state,  interstate,  and  intrastate  railway  busi- 
ness on  the  passenger  revenue  basis,  and  power  revenues  should  be 
credited  on  the  same  basis  as  that  used  in  charging  purchased  power 
in  operating  expenses.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U^.1919B, 
t566. 

IV.  Street  railways. 

DisciiRsion  of  apportionment  of  values  of  street  railway  property 
and  expenses  of  operation  as  between  various  cities,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
766. 

Discussion  of  method  of  apportionment  of  property  outside  of 
District  of  Columbia  used  and  useful  for  railway  operations  within 
such  district,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  839. 

18.  The  reasonableness  of  the  intrastate  fares  of  a  street  railway 
company    operating   in    two   states   cannot  be   determined  without   a 
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proper  apportionment  of  valiies  and  revenuea  as  between  the  states. 
Re  Omaha  k  G.  B,  8.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  845. 

19.  Revenues  received  from  the  rental  of  street  railway  cars  should 
not  be  apportioned  as  between  operations  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  operations  in  Maryland,  in  fixing  rates  within  the  District  of 
Columbia,  where  the  full  value  of  such  cars  is  included  in  the  find- 
ings of  fair  value  upon  which  the  company  is  permitted  to  earn  a 
return  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric 
Co.    (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  761. 

F.  Telephimes. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  in  telephone  cases,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  130. 

Discussion  of  basis  of  apportionment  of  telephone  expenses,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  234. 

Discussion  of  principles  and  basis  of  apportionment  of  costs  of 
service  resulting  from  interconnection  of  exchanges,  •P.U.R.1919F,  p. 
117. 

20.  A  proper  basis  for  dividing  expense  and  return,  where  property 
of  a  telephone  company  performing  switching  service  is  jointly  used, 
was  held  to  be  the  relative  number  of  wires  of  the  different  companies 
on  the  poles  of  the  switching  company.  Re  Tilden  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  994. 

21.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  telephone  switching  rates, 
central  office  expenses  were  apportioned  on  a  per  station  basis.  Re 
Tilden  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  994. 

22.  Switching  telephone  service  is  of  value  to  rural  subscribers  as 
well  as  to  city  subscribers,  and  each  class  of  service  should  therefore 
bear  its  fair  share  of  the  costs  of  ruddering  it,  including  the  proper 
apportionment  of  plant  and  other  costs.  Hardeman  v.  Purcell  Teleph. 
Co.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1919E,  307. 

28.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  switching  rates,  traffic  and 
oonunercial  expenses  directly  involved  were  apportioned  to  rural  switch- 
ing service  according  to  the  use  made  of  the  exchange  facilities,  or  on 
a  'per  call  basis."  Hardeman  v.  Purcell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.It. 
1919E,  807. 

VI.  Water, 

Annotation  on  apportionment  in  water  cases,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  130. 

24.  The  operating  expenses  of  a  water  company  should  be  appor- 
tioned betiween  fire  and  other  service  in  the  proper  adjustment  of 
rates.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D. 
853. 

25.  An  electrical  company  owning  several  utilities  should  either  as- 
sign to  each  separate  utility  or  division  its  reasonable  value  of  the 
total  investment,  and  charge  it  with  its. proper  proportion  of  general 
expenses  and  production  and  transmission  costs,  or  charge  to  each  of 
said  utilities  for  power  supplied,  the  same  rate  applicable  to  other 
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consumers  in  like  class.    Re  Appalachian  Power  Go   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R. 
193  9D,  286. 

26.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  water  rates,  that  portion 
of  the  transmission  and  distribution  system  chargeable  to  fire  service 
was  apportioned  between  the  various  municipalities  served  by  the 
company  on  a  basis  of  customers  served.  Re  Monmouth  Coimty  Water 
Co.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919E,  747. 

27.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  fire  and  domestic  water  service, 
transmission  and  distribution  mains  were  apportioned  on  the  excess 
method,  it  being  assumed  that  the  fire  service  will  require  mains  of  a 
somewhat  larger  size,  depending  on  the  extent  to  which  such  mains 
are  used  for  transmission  to  various  parts  of  the  municipality,  or 
through  one  municipality  to  another.  Re  Monmouth  County  Water  Co. 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  747. 

VII*  Utility  operating  several  departments. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  several 
departments,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  132. 

a.  Electricity  and  gaa. 

Necessity  of  separating  gas  and  electric  operations  of  gas  and 
electric  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  161. 

28.  The  entire  natural  gas  transmission  main  used  to  supply  the 
gas  and  electric  departments  of  a  utility  should  not  be  charged  to 
the  latter's  gas  department,  where  a  considerable  amount  of  the  gas 
is  also  supplied  to  the  electric  plant,  it  not  appearing  that  the  gad 
is  supplied  to  the  latter  plant  only  when  not  needed  for  the  pro- 
duction of  artificial  gas  by  the  gas  plant.  Re  Lob  Angeles  Gas  &>  E. 
Corp.   <Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

b.  JEHeotriciiy,  gas,  and  heating. 

29.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  electric  rates  for  a  utility  operating 
electric,  gas,  and  steam  heating  departments,  the  Illinois  Commission 
will  take  into  consideration,  with  other  things,  the  relative  importance 
of  the  various  services  rendered,  the  favorable  situation  of  a  department 
rendering  one  class  of  service  as  compared  with  that  rendering  another, 
and  the  effect  of  the  decision  upon  the  conduct  of  the  enterprise  and 
the  welfare  of  the  consumers  and  citizens.  Re  Monmouth  Pub.  Service 
Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919E,   494. 

.    c.  Electricity  and  heating. 

Discussion  of  division  of  costs  of  steam  generation  as  between 
electric  and  heating  departments  of  utility,  P.IT.R.1919B,  p.  328. 

30.  The  entire  expense  of  the  maintenance  of  a  plant  formerly 
jointly  operated  for  the  generation  of  electricity  and  a  supply  of 
steam  heat  should  not  be  charged  to  the  heating  company  after  the 
company  abandons  the  direct  production  of  electricity  and  pnrchasetj 
its  current  from  another  source,  where  there  is  an  advantage  t6  the 
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company's  local  electric  business  in  having  the  power  house  maintained 
fqr  emergency  service,  and  where  the  consumers  of  electricity  also  gain 
through  reduction  of  electric  power  expense.  Re  Mineral  Point  Public 
Service  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  795. 

31.  An  electric  utility  must  bear  its  full  share  of  the  expense  of 
operating  a  steaih  station  in  determining  cost  as  between  electric  and 
steam  heating  departments,  although  the  plant  is  merely  used  for 
stand-by  electric  service,  where  it  appears  that  it  was  originally  estab- 
lished for  the  benefit  of  the  electric  utility,  and  incidentally  for  the  heat- 
ing department  in  order  to  utilize  the  exhaust  steam,  and  was  afterwards 
supplanted  by  transmission  line  service.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities 
Co.    <IU.)   P.U.R.1919D,  817. 

32.  In  estimating  operating  expense,  a  division  of  commercial,  new 
^  business,  and  general  expense  upon  the  basis  of  the  gross  revenue  from 

all  departments  of  a  utility  company,  is  objectionable,  a  more  accurate 
determination  resulting  from  the  division  of  general  expenses  upon 
the  basis  of  the  salaries  paid  and  the  cost  of  materials  and  supplies 
employed  in  the  various  departments.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities 
Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

33.  In  fixing  rates  for  a  hot  water  heating  utility  operated  in  con- 
nection with  an  electric  utility,  the  Commission  took  operating  revenues 
and  expenses  directly  chargeable  to  hot  water,  apportioned  those  com- 
mon to  bo^h  departments,  and  estimated  the  gross  income  so  obtained 
on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the  hot  water  property,  checking  the  result 
by  considering  the  plant  as  a  whole,  comparing  the  total  revenues  and 
expenses,  and  estimating  the  gross  income  so  obtained  on  the  basis  of 
the  value  of  the  whole  property.  Re  Merchants  Heat  k  Light  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  658. 

34.  Ooal  cost  was  apportioned  between  the  hot  water  heating  de- 
partment of  a  utility  and  the  electrical  department,  on  the  basis  of 
consumption,  the  estimating  electrical  consumption  at  4.5  poimds  per 
kilowatt  hour  generated.  Re  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  ( Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  558. 

35.  Taxes  were  apportioned  between  the  hot  water  heating  depart- 
ment  of  a  utility  and  the  electrical  department  according  to  the  book 
values  of  the  hot  water  plant  and  the  electrical  plant.  Re  Merchants 
Heat  k  Light  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  558. 

36.  Steam  generation  expense  was  apportioned  between  the  jointly 
operated  hot  water  heating  and  electric  departments  of  a  utility  on  a 
basis  of  28.5  per  cent  to  hot  water  and  71.5  per  cent  to  electric  service. 
Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  567. 

d.  Electricity  and  street  railicayf 

Discussion  of  apportionment  of  power  plant  expenses  between 
railway  and  electrical   departments   of   utility,   P.U.R.1919B,   p.   238. 

37.  A  method  of  apportionment  of  values  as  between  various  de- 
partments of  a  utility,  although  valid  when  made,  cannot  be  used 
in  future  investigations  where  the  relative  use  of  tlie  property  for 
the  various  departments  has  changed  rapidly.  Milwaukee  Electric  R. 
&  Light  Co.  T.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504, 
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88.  In  a  proceeding  to  flz  street  railway  rates  of  a  utility  also 
operating  an  electric  department,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  treated 
power  property  including  power  station  and  substation  land,  buildings, 
and  equipment,  as  joint  property,  not  capable  of  physical  division,  and 
not  capable  of  any  apportionment  which  would  hold  true  after  th« 
date  of  the  apportionment.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  k  Light  Co.  y.  Mil- 
waukee {Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

89.  In  dividing  power  property  "between  electric  and  street  railway 
departments  of  a  utility,  the  two  elements  of  demand  and  output 
should  ordinarily  be  recognized,  but  the  output  basis  alone  may  be 
taken  where  the  demand  and  output  ratios  are  practically  identical. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
604. 

40.  In  apportioning,  power  expenses  between  the  electric  and  street 
railway  departments  of  a  utility,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  treated 
all  power  property  as  a  part  of  a  single  system,  and  divided  the 
operating  expenses  connected  with  the  power  systetai  and  a  prorate  of 
taxes  and  joint  general  and  undistributed  expenses  upon  the  basis  of 
the  amount  of  energy  delivered  to  feeders  for  railway  purposes  and  for 
light  and  power  purposes.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  2^111- 
waukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

41.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  apportioned  the  income  tax  as  be 
tween  the  railway  and  other  departments  of  a  utility  on  the  basis  of 
the  reported  net  income  for  the  last  six  months  of  the  preceding  year. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.19iyD, 
504. 

e.  Electricity  and  water. 

42.  An  apportionment  of  operating  expenses  between  the  electric 
and  water  departments  of  a  municipal  electric  and  water  utility,  on 
an  arbitrary  basis  of  one  third  to  the  water  and  two  thirds  to  the 
electric,  the  electric  department  furnishing  the  water  department 
current  for  lighting  and  power  without  compensation,  was  rejected. 
Re  Bluffton  Municipal  Light  k  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
117. 

43.  Commercial,  general,  and  undistributed  expenses  were  ap- 
portioned between  municipal  water  and  electric  plants  on  a  revenue 
basis,  and  the  total  cost  of  steam  generated  on  the  basis  of  the  esti- 
mated pounds  of  coal  used  by  the  water  plant  in  the  operation  of  its 
steam  pump.  Re  Bluffton  Municipal  Light  &  Waterworks  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  117. 

APPRAISAIte 

Expenses  of,  see  Rktlrx,  53,  54. 

APPBECIATIOH. 

Allowance  for  appreciation  in  value  of  lands,  see  Valuatiow,  177, 
178. 
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ABBITBABT  CULBBTFICATIOV. 

Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utili- 
.  ties  «other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation^  see  Conbtitu< 

TioNAL  Law,  29,  30. 

ARIZONA. 

Rules  regulating  automobiles   operated   as   conunon   carriers,   see 

Automobiles,  15. 
Jurisdiction  of  Arizona  Commission  to  compel  water  company  to 

purchase  system  of  another  company,  see  Consolidation,  5. 
Discrimination    as    between    localities    in    rates    for    transporting 

condensed  milk,  see  Discrimination,  31. 
Sufficiency  of  application  for  surcharge,  see  Pleading,  7. 
Land  company  selling  water  as  public  utility,  see  Publio  Utilities, 

23. 
Jurisdiction  of  Arizona  Commission  as  limited  by  Federal  control 

of  railroads,  see  Rates,  39. 
Constitutional  power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see 

Rates,  67. 
Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  not  limited  by  constitutional 

provisions  giving  city   power  to  frame   charter,   see   Rates, 

80. 
Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  service  rendered  in  Mexico, 

see  Rates,  111. 
Bonds   not  to  be  issued   for   operating   expenses   under    Arizona 

statute,  see  Secubity  Issues,  23. 

ABMT. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate 
telegraph  and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Public 
Utilities,  3. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

ARREST. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not 
presented  to  trial  court  on  motion  for  new  trial  (y  in  arrest, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  36. 

ARTIFICIAI.  GAS. 

See  Gas. 

ASSESSED  VALUE. 

As  rate  base,  see  Valuation,  23-26. 

• 
ASSESSMENT. 

Legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company  on  stockholders  as 
question  for  courts  rather  than  for  Commission,  see  CoM- 
MiSSloiv's,  42. 
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Validity  uader  South  Dakota  statute  of  le^yizig  assessm^t  a^inst 
stockholders  while  {Charging  other  aubscribera  annual  rate,  see 
Discrimination,  23. 

Rig^t  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  faDure  of 
stockholder  to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

ASSIOHMEHT. 

Consolidated  company  not  bound  by  franchise  of  predecessor  where 
assignment  is  not  shown,  see  Rates,  184. 

ASSOCIATIOK. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  unincorporated  association  to 
render  service,  see  Mandamus,  8. 

ATTAOHINO  BUSHIESS. 

Developm^it  period  of  utility,  see  Valuation,  224, 

ATTORMET  OISirEBAI<« 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  unincorporated  association  to  render 
service,  see  Mandamus,  8. 

ATTRACTIOH  OF  CAPITAI^ 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  165. 

Annotation  on  attraction  of  capital  as  factor  to  be  opnsidered 
in  fixing  return,  P.U.R.191»B,  p.  631. 

AUDIT. 

Audit  of  books  of  gas  company  in  order  to  adjust  mistakes  in 

billing,  see  Payment,  1. 
Expenses  incurred  in  proceeding  before  Commission  to  be  amortized 

over  period  of  years,  see  Return,  61. 

AtrrOMOBILES. 

/.  Jurisdiction  of  Conttnisaion,  1. 
II,  Power  of  local  authoritiea,  2,  3, 

III.  Certificates  of  convenience,    4—12, 

IV,  Rules  and  regulations,  13—16, 

V,  Relation  of  jitneys  to  street  railways,  It— 10, 
VI,  Hacic  or  taoHcah  business,  20,  21. 
VII,  Sight-seeing  bus,  22, 
VIII,  Indemnity  insurance,  23. 

Ordinance  forbidding  operation  of  jitneys  within  specified  district  ol 
city  as  taking  property  without  due  process,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  8. 
Competition  of  automobile  stage  line  with  railroad,  see  Monoplt  and 

Competition,  25. 
Automobiles  operated   for  hire  as  public  utility  under  Utah  statute, 
soe  Public  Utilithis,  32.  *     , 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 3. 
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Rates  for  water  for  automobile  purposes,  see  Rates,  404-406. 
Investment  in,  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retttbk,  48. 

Annotation  on  automobiles  as  common  carriers,  P.U.R.1910C,  p. 
922. 

!•  Jurisdiction  of  Commission. 

Power  of  Commission  to  restrain  illegal  operation  of  jitneys  without 
determination  that  highways  are  in  fact  public,  see  Commissions, 
16. 

Discussion  of  lack  of  jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commissions  to 
regulate  automobile  bus  traffic  outside  of  city  limits,  indirectly  by 
means   of   its   power  over   city   traffic,   P.U.R.1919F,   p.   62. 

1.  Under  chapter  226  of  the  General  Acts  of  Massaefaosetta  of 
1918,  the  Public  Service  Commission  is  given  broad  authority  in  the 
exercise  of  a  reasonable  discretion  to  review  all  local  rules  and  regula- 
tions dealing  with  jitney  operation.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Oo.  (Mass.) 
P.U.Rtl919C,  900. 

I/.  Bower  of  local  authoHties, 

Statutory  power  of  municipalities  to  regulate  automobiles  as  not  in 
conflict  with  Texas  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  4. 

Exercise  by  city  of  statutory  right  to  regulate  jitneys  not  attempted 
exercise  of  legislative  power,  see  Constitutional  XtAW,  96. 

I 

2.  A  city  ordinance  regulating  jitneys  is  not  repugnant  to  a  gen- 
eral state. highway  law  regulating  the  operation  of  motpr  vehicles,  in- 
cluding registering,  licensing,  etc.,  where  the  statute  reserves  to  the 
local  authorities  the  right  to  license  and  regulate  the  use  and  operation 
of  vehicles  for  hire.  Gill  v.  Dallas  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (S.  C.  — 
Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  209  S.  W.  209). 

3.  The  Massachusetts  statute  with  reference  to  the  regulation  of 
jitney  operation  (General  Acts  1918,  chap.  226)  contemplates  that 
rules  and  regulations  with  reference  to  the  operation  of  such  automobiles 
should,  as  far  as  practicable,  be  established  upon  a  uniform  basis;  that 
where  the  regulations  affect  the  conduct  of  the  business  as  a  whole, 
irrespective  of  locality,  the  determination  should  rest  with  the  Com- 
mission, in  case  of  appeal;  but  that  the  determination  should  remain 
with  the  local  authorities  where  involving  purely  local  traffic  or  condi- 
tions.   Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1019C,  900. 

Ill,  Certificates  of  convenience. 

Consideration  of  rate  schedules  of  various  applicants  for  certificates 

of  convenience  for  operation  of  automobiles,  see  Cebtificates  of 

Convenience  and  Necessity,  1. 
Certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  competing  stage  company, 

see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  2. 
Competing  automobile  line  not  authorized  where  return  is  not  sufficient 

for  both  companies,  see  Monok>lt  and  Competition,  11. 
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Admission  of  oompetition  to  auUmiobile  stage  line,  see  M0NOPOI.T  akd 

COMPETITIOW,  12. 
Service  of  existing  company  as  affecting  admission  of  oompetition,  see 
Monopoly  and  Comfetition,  14-16. 

4.  Permission  cannot  be  granted  for  the  operation  of  a  public 
stage  line,  without  limitation  as  to  the  time  of  arrival  or  departure 
at  any  point,  and  witivput  specified  termini.  Re  Lyman  (Utah)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  101.  "  * 

5«  The  issuance  of  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  for  the  opera- 
tion of  autobusses  between  two  designated  points  over  a  named  route 
includes  the  right  to  operate  between  intermediate  points  on  the  desig- 
nated route,  and  tha  refusal  to  permit  competitor  to  operate  between 
the  termini  includes  the  denial  of  the  right  to  operate  between  inter-' 
mediate  points.    Landfs  v.  Henry  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919G»  564. 

6.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  issue  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  for  the  operation  of  motor  vehicles,  to  one  applicant, 
Which  would  thus  secure  to  such  applicant  any  exclusive  rig^it  to  oper- 
ate in  a  given  territory  over  the  public  highways  of  the  state  outside 
the  territory  of  any  organized  city,  village,  or  incorporated  town, 
since  the  public  highways  of  the  state  are  free  to  any  and  all  persons 
who  may  desire  to  avail  themselves  of  the  use  thereof  for  tra]i^K>rta- 
ti<m  purposes.    Re  Auto  Transp.  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919C,  627. 

7.  An  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  for  the  operation 
of  an  automobile  stage  route,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to  legaliiee  the* 
operation  of  business  already  built  up,  will  not  be  denied  merely  upon 
the  objection  raised  by  a  present  certificate  holder,  where  the  latter 
came  into  the  actual  transportation  field  long  after  the  applicant,^  and 
the  objector's  priority  is  based  on  the  obtaining  of  the  certificate,  and 
not  on  a  prior  building  up  and  establishing  of  the  business.  Re  CiCr- 
kusci  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  704. 

'8.  Application  for  permission  to  establish  an  automobile  stage 
service  was  denied  where  it  appeared  that  existing  taxicab  and  livery 
service  was  adequate,  and  that  the  stage  rates  would  be  higher  than 
the  existing  charges.    Re  Frost  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  660. 

9.  A  state  or  town  license  to  operate  an  automobile  for  hire  does 
not  authorize  operation  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  Utah 
Public  Utilities  Act.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Garviloth  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919E,  182  (S.  C  —  Utah.  — ,  181  Pac.  272). 

10.  A  statute  forbidding  an  automobile  corporation  from  establish- 
ing or  beginning  the  construction  or  operation  of  a  line,  route,  pf^nt. 
or  system  without  obtaining  a  certificate  that  public  convenience  or 
necessity  require  "such  construction,**  applies  to  operation,  and  not 
merely  to  the  construction  of  "a  line,  route,  plant,  or  system."  Public 
tJtilities  Commission  v.  Garviloch  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E.  182  (S.  C. 
—  Utah.  — ,  181  Pac.  272). 

11.  The  mere  approval  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission,  of  the  in- 
corporation of  a  public  service  company  having  for  its  purpose  the 
"transporting  passengers  or  freight  by  motor  or  other  vehicles,  and 
for  these  purposes  to  buy,  sell,  lease,  and  otherwise  deal  in  automobiles 
and  other  vehicles,"  does  not  authorize  the  corporation,  without  further 
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'  action  hy  the  Commission,  to  engage  in  the  business  of  a  common 
carrier,  and  to  conduct  that  business  generally  throughout  the  ter- 

'  Titory  covered  by  its  charter,  and  it  is  immaterial  that  it  alleges  in 
its  petition  for  such  approval'  the  territory  in  which  it  intends  to 
operate.     Fagan  v.  Pittsburgh  Transp.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  990. 

12.  It  is  no  answer  to  a  complaint  that  auto-bus  service  is  being  sup- 
plied without  the  permission  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission,  that 
the  existing  service  rendered  by  complainant  is' inadequate.  Fullington 
Auto  Bus  Co.  V.  Milligan   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  215. 

IV.  Rules  and  regttlatians. 

13.  No  rules  relating  to  the  operating  of  jitneys  can  be  self-opera- 
tiire,  and  therefore  constant  vigilance  should  be  exercised,  both  by  the 
state  and  local  autliorities,  to  see  that  rules  prescribed  are  consistently 
followed  and  enforced.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
900. 

14.  Rules  established  for  jitney  operation  riiould  include  as  a  mini- 
mum the  following  requirements:  (1)  A  regular  schedule  of  operation 
over  a  specified  route,  with  a  stated  charge  for  all  passengers:  (2) 
proper  regulations  In  the  interest  of  safety  of  operation;  (3)  a  bond 
of  sufficieist  anM)unt.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)*  P.U.R.1919C, 
900. 

16.  Rules,  regulations,  and  requirements  for  the  operation  of  motor 
vehicl«tt'=for  the  transportation  of  persons  and  their  baggage  in  Ari- 
'zona,  relating  to  rates,  service,  insurance,  classes  of  transportation,  re- 
bating, payment  of  commissions,  change  of  ownership  or  control,  quali- 
iications  of  chauffeurs,  the  noncarriage  of  explosive  and  inflammable 
articles,  overcrowding  of  passengers,  nonuse  of  trailers,  limitation  as 
to  <^  carriage  of  baggage,  and  certificates  of  convenience,  were* adopted 
by  the  Arizona  Commission.  Re  Motor  Vehicles  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
52. 

16.  The  California  Commission  will  not  permit  automobile  traub- 
portation  companies  to  lease  equipment  or  to  employ  drivers  or  opera- 
tors on  the  basis  of  compensation  dependent  on  the  gross  receipts. per 
trip  or  for  any  period  of  time.  Re  Plaza  Stages  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
243. 

F.  Relation  of  jitneys  to  street  railways, 

I  Restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  not  creating  monopoly  for  street 
railways,  see  Constitutiowal  Law,  104. 
Competition  between  jitneys  and  street  railways,  see  Monopoly  Am) 
Competition,  19-24. 

17.  Motor-bus  service  does  not  afford  a  practical  alternative  for 
existing  street  railway  facilities.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Maas.) 
P.U,R.1919C,  900. 

18.  Motor-bus  service,, if  it  lias  any  advantages  in  economy  of  opera- 
tion or  otherwise,  can  be  furnished  most  adyantageously  over  existing 
street   railway    routes    by   the    street   railway   companies    themselves 
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through  the  operation  of  a  trackless  trolley  bus,  using  the  company's 
present  overhead  system.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Go.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  900. 

19.  Jitney  traffic  which  takes  away  a  large  section  of  the  most 
profitable  ceitral  traffic  of  a  street  railway  without  relieving  it  of  a 
single  line  of  its  unprofitable  routes  tends*  to  destroy  the  capacity  of 
the  street  railway  system  to  meet  its  obligations  to  render  adequate 
service,  and,  if  continued^  must  result  in  the  gradual  discontinuance 
of  the  more  unprofitable  lines  in  the  outskirts  of  the  city,  and  in  the 
ultimate  bankruptcy  of  the  company.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  900. 

VI.  Hack  or  taxic€ib  business. 

20.  One  who  operates  an  automobile,  hack,  or  taxicab  business  upon 
the  request  of  those  who  may  desire  to  be  carried  in  a  special  con- 
veyance which  is  under  tiieir  direction  and  control  for  the  time,  and 
at  a  price  agreed  upon  for  the  service,  does  not  operate  on  or  over 
an  established  route,  within  the  provisions  of  the  Utah  statutes,  in 
violation  of  the  rights  of  one  who  has  obtained  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience tod  necessity  from  the  Commission  entitling  him  to  operate 
over  a  designated  route,  although  the  passengers  in  the  taxicab  may 
in  fact  be  transported  over  the  route  designated  in  the  certificate.  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commissicm  v.  Garviloch  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  182  (S. 
C.  —  Utah,  — ,  181  Pac.  272). 

2L  Taxicab  or  "for  rent"  service,  which  is  not  under  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  California  Commission,  contemplates  the  renting  of  the 
entire  car  on  an  hourly,  trip,  or  mileage  basis,  irrespective  of  the  num- 
ber of  passengers,  and  not  the  charging  of  a  dat  rate  to  each  person 
carried.    Re  Halstead  (Cal.)  P.UJR.1919A,  676. 

VII.  Sight-seeing  bus. 

Sight-seeing  bus  as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  33. 

22.  The  operation  of  a  "sight-seeing"  automobile  making  a  trip  a 
day.  between  two  cities  at  a  round -trip  fare  of  $3,  visiting  points  of 
interest  at  both  terminals,  is  net  the  operation  of  a  "bus  Ikie,"  a 
"stage  route,"  or  a  "motor  vehicle  line  or  route,"  within  the  meaning 
of  §§  25  and  26  of  the  New  York  Transportation  (Dorporations  Law, 
specifying  persons  and  corporations  subject  to  the  Public  Service  Goal- 
missicms  Law,  and  forbidding  operation  of  such  lines  or  routes  with- 
out the  consent  of  local  authorities.  Re  International  R»  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  63. 

VIII.  Indemnity  insuranee. 

23.  The  amount  of  the  bond  required  for  the  operation  of  jitney 
motor  cars  should  be  $2,500  for  an  ordinary  car  with  a  five-passenger 
capacity,  and  $500  for  each  additional  passenger  for  which  the  telMe 
is  licensed  to  cany.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P<U.R.1919C, 
900. 
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38  AUXIUARY     PIiANT— BANKS. 

AUXIIJABT  PUUf T. 

Ck)n8ideration  of  incompleted  steam  auxiliary  plant  in  valuing 
property  of  electric  company ,  see  Valuation,  137. 

AVERAGE  PRICES. 

Annotation  on  use  of  average  prices  in  ascertaining  value^  P.U.R. 

1919E,  p.  210. 

* 

AVERAGE  RETURH.^ 

Computation  of  reasonable  average  return  under  New  York  stat- 
ute, see  Rbtubn,  194. 

BADGE. 

Meter  readers  to  wear  badge,  see  Service,  129. 

BAGGAGE. 

Apportionment  of  baggage  revenues  of  interurban  railway,  see  Ap- 

POSTIONMENT,   17. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  .as  common  carriers, 
see  AirroMOBiLES,  16. 

Baggage  transfer  company  as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 20,  21. 

Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  rega- 
late  rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  to  fix  rates  of  trans- 
fer company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license, 
see  Rates,  123. 

BAGGAGE  TRANSFER  COMPAHY. 

Accounting  for,  see  Accounting,  11-13. 

As  public  litility  under  New  York  statute,  see  Public  Utiuties,  20. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of,  see  Valuation,  196. 

BAUkHCED  AND  RESIDUAL  CURRENT. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  «47. 

BAIANCED  AND  RESIDUAL  VOLTAGES. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

BALANCES. 

Interest  on  bank  balances  not  part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Re- 
turn, 26. 

BALTIMORE. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maryland  statute  over  street 
railway  rates  iu  Baltimore,  see  Rates,  119. 

BANKS. 

Interest  on  bank  balances  not  part  of  operating  revenues,  see 
ReiUbn,  26. 
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BABGAUrS. 

Advantageous  bargains  by  officers  as  obligations  for  which  stock 
may  issue,  see  Security  Issues,  19,  21. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

BEIX  ST8TSM. 

Telephone  license  contract  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Rbturn, 

81. 
Payments  by  subsidiary  to  parent  company,  see  Retuiin,  80. 

BEHEFITS. 

Consideration  of,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages,  5. 

Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  rail- 
road to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  sidetrack, 
see  Sebvigb,  177. 

BBTTEBMENT8. 

Accounting  for,  see  Accouwtino. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Apfeaz.  akd  Review,  "L 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  AppoBTioifMENT,  2. 

Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent 

on  net  earnings,  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see  Rates, 

7. 
Prospective  betterments  as  included  in  basis  of  return,  see  Retubn, 

24. 
Effect  of  betterments  to  plant,  to  reduce  use  of  water,  see  Return, 

133. 
Street  railway  improvements  not  to  be  made  during  war,  see  Re- 

TURN,  232. 
Liability  of  utility  on  certain  guaranties  as  not  preventing  ap- 
proval of  bonds  to  make  necessary  extensions  and  improve- 

ments,  see  Seoubitt  Issues,  17. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  necessity  for,  see  Service,  71. 
To  be  considered  in  fixing  fair  value,  see  Valuatioit,  10,  12^181. 

bux  of  bights. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  re- 
funding of  excessive  charges,  see  Ck>NSTrrunoNAL  Law,  91. 

BII.IJI  FOB  SBBVIOR 

See  Payment. 

BLOCK  8IOMAL8. 

Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  divide  expense  of  block  signal  system 
on  street  railways,  see  IirnERCospoBATB  Relations,  1. 
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40  BOARD  OF  ALDERMEN— BONDS. 

BOARD  OF  AliDERMEN. 

Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regi^te 
rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

BOARD  OF  GAS  AND  EIJBOTRIC  LIGHT  GOMMI88IOHEB8. 

See  CoKiasBiOKS. 

BOARD  OF  PUBIiIG  UTIUTT  GOMMISSIONSRS. 

See  CoMMissiOKS. 

BOARD  OF  RAIUtOAD  OOBIMI88IOHER8. 

See  CoMiassioNS. 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS. 

Jurisdicticm  of  county  supervisors  over  crossings,  see  Cbossings, 

2. 
Power  of  board  of  supervisors  under  Iowa  statute  relative  to  eon* 

struction  in  highways,  see  Crossings,  3. 
JurijBdiction  of  county  supervisors  over  crossings,  see  0b0B8IN68, 

16. 

BOIIJ5RS. 

Cdst  of  maintenance  of,  see  Return,  114. 

BOND  DISGOUNT. 

Issuance  of  stock  to  pay,  see  SECtJRiTY  Issues,  25. 
Consideration  of  bond  discount  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valu- 
ation, 110-117. 

BOHDHOIJ>ERS. 

Provision    against    foreclosure    not    included    in    rate   order,    see 

Orders,  2. 
Outstanding  bondage  indebtedness  as  minimum  fair  value  of  plant 

under  Maryland  statute,  see  Valuation,  38. 

BONDING  SYSTEM. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  Elbctricitt,  2. 

BONDS* 

For  operation  of  automobiles  as  jitneys,  see  Automobiles,  23. 

Right  of  stockholders  to  question  right  of  rattliQi4  tm  gttaxaatee 
bonds  of  another  company,  see  Certiorari,  5. 

Duty  of  Commissioner  to  give  official  bond,  see  Commissions,  2. 

Power  of  Michigan  Commission  to  pass  upon  Tight  jof  rfulroad 
company,  to  guarantee  bonds  of  another  company,  see  Com- 
missions, 35. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  right  of  utility  to 
guarantee  bonds  of  another  company,  see  Commissions,  36. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


BONUS — ^B03T0N  AND  MAINE  RAILROAD.  41 

Power  of  Oregon  Commission  to  require  indemnity  bond  against 
accidents  at  crossing,  see  Cbossings,  19. 

Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchasing 
bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimination,  79. 

Liability  on  injunction  bonds  after  reversal  on  appeal,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 5,  6. 

Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent 
on  net  earnings,  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see 
Rates,  7. 

Bond  interest  of  municipal  plant  to  be  provided  for  by  taxation^ 
see  Retfubn,  85. 

Investment  in  Liberty  bonds  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see 
Rbtubn,  48. 

Tax  on  bond  interest  as  not  chargeable  to  return,  see  Rbtubn,  69, 
70. 

Interest  on,  as  part  of  net  income,  see  Retubn,  349. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues. 

Restricted  right  of  utility  under  Indiana  statute  to  Issue  bonds, 
see  Secubitt  Issues,  14,  16. 

Liability  of  utility  on  certain  guaranties  as  not  preventing  ap- 
proval of  bonds  to  make  necessary  extensions  and  improve- 
ments, see  Secubitt  Issues,  17. 

Issuance  of  bonds  to  refund  notes  issued  for  Liberty  bonds,  see 
SECuBmr  Issues^  18. 

Bonds  not  to  be  issued  for  operating  expenses  under  Arizona  statute, 
see  Skoubitt  Issues,  23.  * 

Relationsl^p  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  31. 

Utility  not  to  require  applicants  for  service  to  purchase  bonds, 
see  Sebvice,  83. 

Outstanding  bondage  indebtedness  as  minimum  fair  value  of  plant 
under  Maryland  statute,  see  Valuation,  38. 

Market  value  of  securities  as  fair  value  for  rate  making,  see  Valu- 
ation, 39. 

BONUS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  contract,  rates  notwithstanding 
bonus  from  adjoining  property  owners,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  73. 

BOOK  COST  OR  VALUE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment  of  taxes  between  electric  and  hot  water 

departments,  see  Appobtionment,  35. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  40,  41. 

BOOKS. 

See  Accountino. 

BOSTON  ANB  MAINB  RAIUtOAB. 

Authority  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  authorize  issuance  of 
honds  by  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  8. 
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42         BOSTON  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  COMPANY— BRIDGES. 

BOSTON  CONSOLIDATED  GAS  COBffPANT. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  with  respect  to 
approval  of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  by  Boston  Consoli- 
dated Gas  Company,  see  Intbbcobpobate  Relations,  6. 

BOSTON  ELEVATED  RAILWAY. 

Validity  of  statute  providing  for  taking  over  of  Boston  Elevated 
Railway,  see  Street  Railways,  1. 

BOUNDARY. 

Commerce  passing  over  bridge  across  waters  forming  boundary 
line  between  states  as   interstate  commerce,   see  Interstate 

COMMEBCE,   3. 

BRANCH  LINES. 

Applicability  of  Full  Crew   Act  to  branch  line  of  railroad,  tee 

Railroads,  10. 
Right  of  street  railway  company  to  increase  rates  on  profitable 

interurban  branch,  see  Return,  2i3. 
Operation  of  branch  line  of  street  railway  at  a  loss  where  return 

as  a  whole  is  reasonable,  see  Return,  216. 
Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  authorize  abandonment 

of  branch  line  of  railroad,  see  Service,  26,  27. 
Passenger  traffic  on  branch  line  not  to  be  discontinued  merely  be- 
cause it  is  unprofitable,  see  Service,  150. 
Abandonment  of  railroad  branch  line,  see  Service,  150-152. 
Determination  of  extent  passenger  traffic  interferes  with  freight 

traffic  on  a  branch  line,  see  Service,  176. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  branch  line  service  during  winter, 

see  Service,  202. 

BREACH. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contraict  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  1^ 
Massachusetts  Commission,  see  Leases,  1. 

BREAKDOWN  SERVICE. 

Refusal  to  furnish  breakdown  service  as  discrimination,  see  Dis- 
CRIUINATION,  77. 

BRICK. 

Rates  on  glass  sand  as  comparable  with  rates  on  brick  and  lime- 
stone, see  Rates,  146. 

BRIDGEii. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Conunission  to  relieve  street  railway  iron 
burden  of  furnishing  electricity  for  operation  of  bridges,  see 
Commissions,  31. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Oommission  to  determine  whether  eost 
of  repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  munici- 
pality or  street  railway  using  toidge,  see  DtossiNGS,  17. 
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BRIQUETTES— BURDEN  OF  PROOF.  43 

Apportionm^it  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Otoss- 
INGS,  il8. 

Interstate  Gommeroe  Act  as  including  bridges  used  by  railroads 
and  interurban  railways,  see  Interstate  Comhebce,  2. 

Commerce  passing  over  bridge  across  waters  forming  boundary 
line  between  states  as  interstate  commerce,  see  Intebstatb 
Commerce,  3. 

Interstate  bridges  not  subject  to  state  laws,  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 9,  11. 

Power  pf  state  to  invalidate  pass  over  interstate  bridge,  see  In- 
terstate Commerce,  20. 

Operator  of  a  toll  bridge  as  public  utility  under  West  Virginia 
statute,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  31. 

Toll  bridges,  see  Toli.  Bridges. 

Allowance  in  valuation  of  street  railway  property  for  expenditures 
in  strengthening  bridge  not  owned,  see  Valuation,  165. 

Valuation  of  lease  of  bridge,  see  Valuation,  236. 

BBIQITBTTES. 

Method  of  estimating  revenue  and  expense  from  carhcHi  briquette 
sales,  see  Rktubn,  4. 

BROKERAGE. 

No  allowance  for  brokerage  in  absence  of  evidence,  see  Valuation, 
108,  116. 

BIJBGET. 

Municipalities  not  to  be  required  to  pay  increased  rates  until  end 
of  budget  period,  see  DisoRiMiNATioir,  18. 

BIJIIJ>ING  ORDINAHCE. 

Conflict  between  Minnesota  statute  relative  to  stations  and  munici- 
pal building  ordinances,  see  Service,  162,  163. 

BIJIU>ING8. 

Losses  due  to  reconstruction  of  buildings  or  sale  of  obsolescent 
property  to  be  charged  to  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  28. 

Computing  radiation  in,  see  Rates,  257. 

Single  minimum  charge  for  one  building,  see  Rates,  392. 

Consideration  of  unused  buildings,  see  Valuation,  149. 

Allowance  of  value  of  building,  in  valuing  street  railway  property, 
see  Valuation,  172. 

BURDEK. 

On  interstate  commeroe,  see  Interstate  ComiERCB. 

BURDEH  OF  PROOF* 

See  Evidence. 
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44  BUSI^JESS— CALIFORNIA. 

BITSniEM.  * 

Cost  of  promotion  of,  as  chargeable  to  operation,  aee  Ritubn,  95, 
96.  I 

Duty  of  utility  having  a  monopoly  to  make  effort  to  create  new 

'  -    business,  see  Sukvioe,  77. 

Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  rail- 
road to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  sidetrack, 
see  Service,  177. 

Period  for  attaching  business,  see  Valvatiojk,  224. 

Discussion  of  difference  in  cost  and  value  of  business  and  residence 
telephone  service,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  370. 

iBITSINEM  TEIiEPHOHES. 

Party  line  for  business  telephone,  see  Sebvicb,  225. 

BIT8SE3.. 

Operation  of  sight-seeing  automobile  as  operation  of  bus  line  under 
New  York  statute  requiring  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Automobiles,  22. 

BY-'U&iWS. 

Mutual  water  company  supplying  stockholders  only  in  accordance 
with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  stat^ 
ute,  see  Public  Utilities,  18.  iri 

BY-PRODUCTS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to  utility 
of  by-product  gas  by  private  coke  company,  see  Commi^sio^, 

Method  of  estimating  revenue  and  expense  from  sale  of  by-products 

of  gas  company,  see  Return,  4. 
Proper  use  to  be  made  of  by-product,  see  Betubn,  97»  j 

OABILEB. 

See  WiEES  AND  Cables. 

.GAI^IFORKIA.  "^ 

Nature  of  review  provided  for  by  California  statute,  see  Appeaj, 

AND  Review,  7.       , 
Jurisdiction  of  court  to  review  rate  orders,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 

2^.     ... 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not' to  lease  equip- 
'  ment  nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re- 
ceipts, see  Automobiles,  16. 

Taxicabs  as  not  under  jurisdiction  of  Commission,  see  Automobiles, 
21. 

Approval  of  agreement  limitinj^  juriMiction  of  Commission,  see 
Commissions,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  claims  Upon  abrogation  oi\t9ie 
contract,  see  Coicmissions,  34.  :  .f    -.'. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  right  of  utility  to  gtiiurlLBtec 
bonds  of  another  company,  see  Ck>if mi88ioN9^  36. 

Power  of  Oalifomia  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  Commissions,  37. 

Power  of  Commission  over  sale  of  utility  property,  see  Commissions, 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  change  contract  or  franchise 

rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  61,  69-72. 
Power  of  Commission   to  change  rates  to  be  paid  Cor  water  by 

railroad  company,  see  Constitutional  Law,  77. 
Long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  Constitution  not  violative 

of  Federal  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  L«aw,  101. 
Bight  of  action  for  damages  for  violation  of  long  and  short  haul 

clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  Discrimination,  '57i' 
California  rules  as  to  electrical  construction   and  operation,  see 

Elbctwcity,  1. 
Eight    to    establish    competing    municipal    street    railway    under 

California  statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, '80,  31. 
Principles  governing  municipal  acquisitibn  of  plant,  s^e  MtrNiciPAL 

PI.ANT8,  10. 
Mutual  company  as  public  utility,  see  Public  Utiuties^  16,  17. 
Mutual  water  company  supplying  stockholders  only  in  accordance 

with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  statute. 

see  Public  Utilities,  18. 
Keceipt  of  compensation   as  necessary  to ;  oenstitute  company   a 

public  utility,  see  Public  Utiuties,  41. 
ConstituUonal   and   statiitory    definition   of   public   utilities,    set: 

Public  Utilitiis,  47. 
Power  of  Commissicm  over  rates  as  limited  by  Federal  control 

of  utility,  see  Rates,  40. 
Surcharge  on  electric  rates,  see  Rates,  224.  ,      , 

Monthly  irrigation  charge  varying  with  amount  of  water  used,'  see 

Rates,  232. 
Proof  of  violation  of  long  apd  short  haul  clause  of  California  Con- 
stitution, see  Reparation,  2,  3. 
Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  violation  of  long  and  short 

haul  clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  Reparation,  6. 
Commission  without  power  to  validate  illegal  issuance  of  securities. 

see  Securitt  Issues,  13. 
Right  of  utility  under  California  statute  to  mo!k*tgage  property  or 

issue  note  to  pay  operating  expenses,  see  Security  Issues,  24. 
Power  of  Commission  to  compel  water  company  to  resume  service 

in  city  of  San  Francisco,  see  Service,  34. 
Right  of  utility  to  abandon  service  without  authority  f rem  Com- 
mission, see  Service,  107. 
Water  company  directed  to  make  service  connections  with  applicant, 

see  Service,  238. 
Allowance  for  engineering,  administration,  insurance,  and  legal  ex- 
penses, see  Valuation,  95. 
Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuation, 

222. 
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46  CANAL— C'AK-  PRIVILEGE.  * 

CANAJL 

Canal  company  organized  to  supply  water  to  stockholders  for  ir- 
rigation as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilitibs,  37. 

CAHCEI^TION. 

Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  cancelation  of  stock,  see 
SECUBrrr  Issues,  9. 

CAPAomr. 

Apportionment  of  capacity  expenses  of  electric  company,  see 
Apportionment.  3. 

CAPITAI.. 

Capital  accounts,  see  Accountino. 

Effect  of  necessity  of  conserving  capital  on  admission  of  competition, 
see  MoNOPLY  and  Competition',  15. 

Depreciation  fund  not  to  be  considered  as  capital,  see  Return,  8. 

Deferred  maintenance  not  ground  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Return. 
115. 

Cost  of  new  paving  as  chargeable  to,  see  Return,  121. 

Attraction  of  capital  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return, 
see  Return,  165. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Michigan  statute  to  authorize  securi- 
ties for  proper  expenditures  already  made,  see  Sbcurttt  Issues, 
4. 

Extensions  of  service  not  to  be  paid  for  out  oi  rates,  see  Servioe, 
81. 

Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  181-198. 

CAPITAUZATION. 

On  reorganization,  see  Security  Issues,  32-34. 

Of  profits,  as  basis   of  severance   damages,   see  Yaluatiok,   50. 

Capitalization  of  expenses  as  basis  for  allowance  for  severance 
damages,  see  Valuation,  51. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valua- 
tion, 222. 

CAPITAI.  8TOOK. 

See  Stock. 

CARLOADS. 

Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  car- 
load weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  railroad  for 
own  convenience,  see  Rai-es,  313. 

GAR  PRIVILEGE. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  from  car  privilege  of  interurban  rail- 
way, see  Apportionment,  17. 
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CARRIEBS-^CERTIFICATES.  47 

CABRIER8, 

See  also  Interurban  Railways;  Railroads;  Street  Railways. 
Jurisdiction  of  Nebraska  CommiBsion  over,  see  Ck)MMissioNSy  61. 
Pipe  lines  as  common  carriers  of  oil,  see  Service,  143. 

CARS. 

Apportionm(0  of  revenues  from  rental  of  street  cars  operating  in 

District  of  Ck>lumbia  and  Maryland^  see  Aj>pobtiomusnt,  19. 
Car  earnings  on  inter lurban  railways,  see  Rates,  263. 
Necessity  of  drawing  empty  cars  to  place  of  loading  as  factor  to 

be  considered  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  298. 
Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  carload 

weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  railroad  for  own 

convenience,  see  Rates,  313. 
Excess  car  fare  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  338. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  street  railway  company  to 

operate  one-man  cars,  see  Service,  7. 
Street  railway  cars,  see  Street  Railways. 
Abandoned  cars  as  development  loss,  see  VALUATioir,  155,  156. 

CASH. 

Validity  of  contract  for  service  at  reduced  rates  based  on  con- 
sideration of  cash  payment,  see  Constitutional  Law,  69. 

Cash   street  railway  fares  of   10  cents  as  discriminatory  where 

four  tickets  are  sold  for  25  cents,  see  Discrimination,  64. 

Payment  for  utility  service  to  be  in  cash,  see  Discrimination, 
91-93. 

CATTLE  GUARDS. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  order  respecting  farm 
crossing,  because  of  failure  of  Commission  to  make  findings  of 
•fact  with  respect  to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeat* 
AND  Review,  42. 

On  farm  crossings,  see  Cbossinos,  29. 

CAUSE. 

Louisiana  Commission  not  required  to  show  cause  as  to  discretionary 
order,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  21. 

CEIUNG. 

As  affecting  heating  rates,  see  Rates,  257. 

CEHTRAIi  OFFICE. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of,  see  Apportionment,  21. 

CERTIFICATES.  ,  .  , 

For  issuance  of  securities,  see  Securitt  Issues. 
When  foreign  interstate  railroad  may  contest  fee  for  issuing  se- 
curities after  applying  for  certificate,  see  Security  Issues,  36. 
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CERTIFICATES  OF  CONVENIENCE  ANB  NECESSITY. 

I,  In  general,  1,  2. 
II.  NecesHty  for,  a— C. 
a.  In  general,  3—5. 

ft.  Telegraph  company  doing  telephone  "bufiiness,  6. 
til.  Necessity  for  consent  of  local  authorities,  V 
IV.  Time  within  which  rights  must  he  exercised,  /?— II. 

F.  Effect  of  charter  limitation,  12,  13. 
VI.  Certificate  for  electric  ^alUtay  as  covering  monorail  system^ 
,    14,  16.  ^ 

I.  In  general. 

Certificates  of  convenience  for  automobile  stage  line,  see  Automobiles. 
Approval  by  Pennsylvania  Commission  of  incorporation  of  public  utility 

as  equivalent  to  a  ocrtiticate  of  convenience  to  do  business,  see 

Automobiles,  11. 
Power  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  franchise  on  application 

for  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  see  Commissions,  29. 
Claim  of  right  to  use  highways  because  of  certificate  of  convenience 

as  estopping  claim  that  they  are  not  public,  see  Estoppel,  3. 
Certificate  to  competing  stage  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, 

2. 
To  operate  in  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  0. 
Municipal  plant  to  secure  certificate  of  convenience  under   Colorado 

statute,  see  Municipal  Plants,  4. 

Discussion  of  certificate  of  convenience  as  limited  franchise,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  190. 

'  1.  The  different  schedules  of  rates  proposed  by  different  applicants 
for  a  certificate  of  convenience  for  permissSon  to  establish  an  auto- 
mobile stage  line  in  a  given  territory  will  be  given  consideration,  where 
public  convenience  does  not  require  the  establishment  of  more  than  one 
line,  and  the  different  applicants  are  each  financially  able  and  willing 
to  establish  the  line  in  question,  and  will  make  such  schedules  and 
additions  to  equipment  as  the  requirements  of  travel  may  justify*  Re 
King  (Cal.)  P.U.R,1919F,  377. 

2.  An  application  for  a  certiiicate  of  public  convenience  approving 
a  contract  between  the  city  of  Philadelphia  and  the  Philadelphia  Rapid 
Transit  Company  for  the  operation  of  the  city's  transit  facilities  was 
denied;  the  Commission  disapproving  provisions  for  sinking  fund  pay 
ments,  for  increasing  and  lowering  the  rates  of  fare,  and  for  the  han- 
dling of  depreciation  funds ;  and  also  refusing  indirectly  to  approve  a 
prior  contract,  known  as  the  contract  of  1907,  which  the  approval  of 
the  present  contract  would  involve.  Re  Philadelphia  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
905. 

II.  Necessity  for* 

a.  In  general. 

8.  A  declaration  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  is  unnecessary 
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in  Wisoonsin  for  the  extension  of  the  lines  of  aja  electric  utility  into  a 
municipality  where  the  utility  has  secured  the  consent  of  the  proper 
municipal  authorities,  and  it  appears  that  the  company  already  in  the 
Held  is  operating  without  an  indeterminate  permit.  Re  Malone  light 
&  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  667. 

4.  The  exercise  of  local  consents  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
Public  Service  Conmiissions  Law,  so  as  to  authorize  continued  operation 
without  procuring  the  consent  of  the  Commission,  is  not  shown  where 
it  appears  that  the  company  procured  other  consents  from  the  town 
authorities,  which  would  have  been  entirely  useless  had  it  relied  upon 
the  consents  in  question,  and  that  in  proceedings  and  litigation  involv- 
ing the  validity  of  its  operations,  it  had  based  no  claims  whatever  upon 
such  consents.  Patchogue  Electric  Light  Co.  v.  North  Shore  Electric 
Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  425. 

5.  A  certificate  of  eonvenience  and  necessity  is  not  required  for  the 
oonstruetion  of  a  transmission  line  connecting  the  plant  of  an  ice  com- 
pany with  that  of  a  water  company,  where  both  plants  are  owped  by 
the  same  interests,  and  the  line  is  intended  merely  to  furnish  power  to 
the  water  plant.  Needles  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Needles  loe  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJl. 
I919E,  362. 

h.  Teleoraph  eowipan^  doing  t^ephone  ImMneas, 

6.  The  changes  necessary  to  enable  a  telegraph  company  to  use  its 
wires  as  part  of  a  telephone  system,  do  not  constitute  the  construction 
of  a  new  plant  equipment^  property,  or  facility,  so  as  to  require  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity  from  a  Commission,  since  the 
telephone  service  is  merely  an  extension  of  the  telegraph  service.  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Postal  Teleg.- 
Cable  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  142  (S.  C.  285  lU.  411,  120  N.  E.  795). 

ni.  Necessity  for  consent  of  local  authorUies^ 

7.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  construction 
of  a  telephone  exchange  cannot  be  granted  by  the  Missouri  Commis- 
sion until  the  applicant  files  in  the  ofiice  of  the  Commission  a  verified 
statement  showing  that  the  consent  of  the  proper  municipal  authorities 
has  been  obtained.    Re  Meyers  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  596. 

IV.  Time  toithin  which  rights  must  he  exercised. 

8.  If  a  company  fails  to  take  any  step  to  exercise  a  certificate  of 
convenience  and  necessity  in  Illinois  within  two  years  afteir  the  grant 
thereof,  any  work  done  thereafter  is  without  any  authority  of  law. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  493. 

9.  An  order  denying  a  rehearing  in  a  proceeding  in  which  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity  was  granted  under  the  Illinois 
statute,  does  not  have  the  effect  of  extending  the  time  within  which 
work  under  the  certificate  must  be  begun.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
V.  Chicago,  F.  L.  A  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  49S. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 4. 
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10.  Under  §  55  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  Act  pro- 
viding that  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad  shall  become  null  and  void  if  the  rights  there- 
under are  not  exercised  within  two  years,  the  right  to  build  and  operate 
a  railroad  expires  when  only  one  hour^s  work  is  done  toward  actual 
construction  within  the  time  limit  of  the  certificate.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  791. 

11.  The  time  of  the  running  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  is  not  extended  by  a  subsequent  order  of  the  Commission 
denying  a  rehearing  and  confirming  the  original  order  granting  the 
certificate.  Public  Utilities  Commission  y.  Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  E.  R. 
Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919E,  791. 

F.  Effect  of  charter  limitation. 

12.  The  New  York  Public  Service  Commission,  Second  District,  will 
not  grant  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  permitting  a 
company  to  exercise  rights  under  a  permit  granted  by  local  authorities 
over  the  public  streets  of  a  village,  which  is  not  named  in  the  com- 
pany's certificate  of  incorporation.  Be  Lawrence  Park  Ueat,  Idgfat  ft 
P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  31. 

13.  Under  the  Pennsylvania  Act  of  July  2,  1895,  P.  L.  425,  provid- 
ing that  corporations  organized  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water 
power  shall  have  authority  to  supply  electric  current  and  power  to  any 
place  or  places,  the  Commission  may  approve  the  construction  of  a 
transmission  line,  although  such  line  is  not  within  the  territory  for 
which  the  company  was  chartered.'  Re  York  Haven  Water  &  Power 
Co.   (P*.)  P.U.R.1919F,  193. 

VI,  Certificate  for  electric  railway  as  covering  monorail  system, 

14.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  construction 
of  an  elecMc  railway  cannot  be  considered  as  authority  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  suspended  monorail  railway,  the  character  of  which 
was  not  made  known  to  the  Commission  when  the  application  for  the 
certificate  was  being  considered.  Public  Utilities  Commission  r.  Chica- 
go, F.  L.  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  493. 

15.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  con- 
struction of  a  surface  line  electric  railway  does  not  permit  the  construc- 
tion of  a  suspended  monorail  railway.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
V.  Chicago,  F.  L.  A  N.  E.  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  791. 

CERTIFICATES  OF  INCORPORATION. 

Territorial  operations  of  utility  as  limited  by  certificate  of  incor- 
poration, see  Certificates  op  Conveniengb  and  Necessity, 
12. 

Private  co^ipany  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer- 
tificate of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
see  Public  Utilities,  36. 

1.  Tlie  locality  named  in  a  certificate  of  incorporation  filed  under 
the  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  rather  than  the  entire 
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town  or  county  including  Bach  locality,  will  be  held  to  be  the  field  of 
operation  of  the  corporation,  where,  although  the  locality  is  not  incor- 
porated and  its  boundaries  are  not  legally  defined,  such  boundaries  can 
be  determined  in  fact.  Patchogue  Electric  Light  Co.  v.  North  Shore 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  425. 

2.  An  amendment  to  a  certificate  of  incorporation  under  §  18  of 
the  New  York  Stock  Corporations  Law,  extending  the  territory  in  which 
the  corporation  may  operate,  cannot  be  treated  as  having  been  made 
pursuant  to  §  7  of  the  General  Corporations  Law  relating  to  the  cor- 
rection of  defects  in  the  original  certifi<^te,  and  consequently  as  having 
an  ex  po»t  facto  effect,  and  as  validating  previous  operations  of  the 
corporation  outside  of  the  territory  embraced  in  its  original  certificate. 

'Patchogue  Electric  Light  Co.  v.  North  Shore  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  425. 

3.  The  territory  within  which  a  corporation  may  operate,  as  desig- 
nated in  its  certificate  of  incorporation,  cannot  be  extended  by  means  of 
oonsent  secured  from  any  local  authority.  Patchogue  Electric  Light  Co. 
▼.  North  Shore  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  426. 

OERTIORARI. 

Certiorari  to  review  Commission  orders  as  direct  appeal  to  supreme 
court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  8. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not  made 
in  application  for  rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  35. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not  pre* 
sented  to  trial  court  on  motion  for  new  trial  or  in  arrest,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  36. 

Who  may  prosecute  writ  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  37. 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  re- 
view order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see 
Pabties,  5. 

Annotation  on  certiorari,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  30. 

1.  The  writ  of  certiorari  which  'the  Idaho  Constitution  grants  to 
the  supreme  court  the  right  to  issue  is  only  the  writ  then  known  and 
in  use  in  the  territory  of  -Idaho;  and  therefore  a  writ  to  review  an 
order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  cannot  be  authorized  by  the 
legislature.  Neil  v.  Public  UtiVties  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919C, 
321  (S.  C.  —  Idaho,  — ,  178  Pac.  271).      - 

'2.  Certiorari  to  review  an  order  of  the  Alabama  Public  Service 
Commission  should  be  addressed  to  the  circuit  court,  and  not  to  the 
supreme  court  originally.  Birmingiiam  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919F,  250  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  82  So.  619). 

3.  A  cohdusion  of  a  public  service  commission  on  the  facts  cannot 
be  reviewed  upon  common-law  certiorari.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919F,  250  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  82  So. 
619). 

4.  A  Commisis ion  order  based  upon .  evidence  is  not  reviewable  by 
certiorari  in  Michigan,  although  it  is  provided  by  statute  that  the 
supreme  court  may  review  by  certiorari  any  final  order  or  determination 
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of  the  Commission.    PoUitz  v.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  10   (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  611). 

5.  The  fact  that  stockholders  would  be  admitted  in  a  court  of 
equity  in  a  suit  against  a  railroad  company  to  question  its  power  to 
guarantee  the  bonds  of  another  company  does  not  entitle  them  to 
raise  such,  question  on  certiorari  to  review  a  Commission  order  authoriz- 
ing such  guaranty.  Pollitz  v.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R, 
1919E,  10  (S,  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  611). 

CHARACTER  OF  SERVICE. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Retukw,  178-189. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  as  factor  in  rate  making,  P.U.R.  ' 
1919B,  p.  24. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
fixing  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  532. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  as  affecting  reasonableness  of 
return,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  875. 

Character  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  624. 

CHARGES. 

See  Raivs. 

CHARGE  TO  JURY. 

.  Propriety  of  charge  to  jury  as  to  duty  of  railroad  couched  in  the 
language  of  the  statute,  see  Ai^pbal  and  Review,  41. 
Failure  to  present  issues  in  special  charge  as  reversible  error,  see 
Tbial,  1. 

CHARITIES. 

Indiana  statute  as  forbidding  lower  rates  to  churches  and  charities, 

see  Discrimination,  20.  . 
Donation  to,  as  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  105,  106. 

Discussion  as  to  effect  upon  rate  payers  of  rendering  free  service 
to  municipalities  and  charities,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  366. 

CHARTERS. 

Violation  of  company's  charter  not  at  issue  on  review  of  order  re- 
quiring continuation  of  operation,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  25. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construc- 
tion by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered 
territory,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity, 
IX 

Provision  of  charter  as  determining  status  as  public  utility,  see 
Public  Utiuties,  34. 

Company  organised  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  pri- 
vate property  as  becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to 
charter  under  New  York  Stock  Corporation  Law^  see  Public 
Utiuties,  38. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CHAUFFEURS— CLASS  H.  POWER  CIRCUIT.  53 

Power  of  CcnniniBsion  to  fix  rates  not  limite4  bj  constitutional 

provisions  giving  city  power  to  frame  charter,  see  Rates,  80. 
Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  affected 

by  Omaha  charter,  see  Rates,  118. 
Duty  of  utility  to  extend  service  throughout  territory  covered  by'' 

charter,  see  Service,  79. 
Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  render  service  as  affected  by 

charter  right,  see  Sebvice,  140. 

CHAUFFEURS, 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers, 
see  AuTOMOBiLBS,  15. 

CHIIiDRElf. 

School  diildren  not  to  be  carried  at  less  than  regular  fares,  fee 

DlSCBIMINATION,    19. 

Half  fare  for  children  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  337. 

CQ[URCH£S* 

Indiana  statute  as  forbidding  lower  rates  to  churches  and  charities, 
see  Discrimination,  20. 

Annotation  on  special  rates  to  churches  as  discriminatory,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  62. 

CIRCUIT  COURTS. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  re- 
funding of  .excessive  charges,  see  Constitutional  Law,  91. 

CITOBSf     t 

See  Municipauties.  - 

CITIZBN8.  I 

.  Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Par- 
TIBS,  6. 
As  parties  in  proceeding  involving  reasonablenesi  of  contrlict  rates, 

see  Parties,  16. 
Citizens  to  bear  increased  cost  of  production  although  city  reaotti^ 
electricity  purchased  from  utility,  see  Return,  128. 

CLAIM. 

Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  claims  upon  abrogation  o|  jrat^ 

cpntr^,  see  CoioassiONS,  34. 
Cost  of  extinguishing  adverse  claim  of  title  as  part  of  original 

cost,  see  Valuation,  54. 

Ci;ji^89,  H.  Pp,li|ir^R  CIBCI^T* 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 
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GUHSSIFICATION. 

Of  accounts,  see  Accounting. 

CULBB  IXGISIiATION. 

Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utili- 
ties other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  ee  Constitution- 
al Law,  29,  30. 

CLERK. 

Mandamus  to  compel  payment  of  salary  to  clerk  of  Commission,  see 
Commissions,  4. 

COAL. 

Apportionment  of  coal  costs  between  electric  and  hot  water  depart* 
ments,  see  Affobtionment,  34. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  coal  company  to  main- 
tain wash  houses,  see  Commissions,  22. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  private  coal  company  to  con- 
struct crossing  over  public  hi^^hway  for  private  use,  see  Cboss- 

INQS,   11. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as 
discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  44,  45. 

Efficiency  in  use  of,  as  affecting  rate  for  coal,  see  Rates,  152. 

Rates  not  to  vary  automatically  with  price  of  coal  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Rates,  202. 

Validity  of  ooal  clauses  in  electric  rate  contract  during  war  emer- 
gency, see  Rates,  215,  216. 

Proportion  of  increased  coal  cost  that  may  be  placed  on  power 
consumers,  see  Rates,  227,  228. 

Rates  for  electricity  varying  with  price  of  coal,  see  Rates,  238- 
240. 

Consumers  to  bear  increased  cost  of  coal  gas,  see  Retubn,  89,  90. 

Coal  consumption  indicating  inefficient  management,  see  Return, 
98,99. 

Coal  consumption  of  heating  plant,  see  Retubn,  126. 

No  allowance  for  working  capital  because  of  necessity  of  having 
large  stock  of  coal,  see  Valuation,  182. 

conr. 

Requiring  use  of  tickets  or  tokens  to  secure  benefit  of  lower  rate  as 
presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  33. 

COKE. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  pur- 
chase supply  of  coke  oven  gas  from  coke  manufacturers,  see 
Commissions,  39. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to 
utility  of  by-product  gaa  by  private  coke  company,  see  Com- 
missions, 41. 
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COIXATEBAI.. 

Power  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  franchise  on  appli- 
cation for  certificate  of  ccmrenience  and  necessity,  see  CoV- 
Missions,  29. 

COLORADO. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  operation  of  railroad  by  another 
ocmpany,  see  Comhissioks,  18. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  owners  of  railroad  to  turn  property 
over  to  Federal  government,  see  Commissions,  10. 

Power  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  statutes,  see  Com- 
missions, 24. 

Delegation  of  power  to  Commission,  see  Constitutional  Law,  94. 

Municipal  plant  to  secure  certificate  of  convenience  under  Colorado 
statute,  see  Municipal  Plants,  4.  , 

Municipal  plant  as  public  utility  under  Colorado  statute,  see  Pub- 
Lio  Utilities,  9. 

Colorado  statute  as  giving  mimicipality  power  to  fix  rates  in  street 
railway  franchises,  see  Rates,  129. 

C€»mm|s8ion  rather  than  court  of  equity  as  having  power  to  author- 
ize abandonment  of  service,  see  Sebvice,  37* 

Order  as  to  abandonment  ol  service  not  deferred  until  court  au- 
thorizes sale  under  foreclosure  <^  railroad  as  a  going  concern, 
see  Sbbtiob,  9L 

COIiORADO  MIDULND  RAIUtOAD. 

Abandonment  oi,  see  Skbvicb,  149. 

COMMAVDEB  IH  CHIEF. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate 
telegraph  and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Publio 
UTiLrnis,  8. 

Director  Gr^ieral  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander in  Qiief  of  the  Army,  see  Bj^jl^oadb,  5. 

COMMEBCE. 

See  Iwtbbstate  Commebce;  Intrastate  Commesob. 

COmiEBCIAI.  EXPENSE. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Apportionment,  32. 
Method  of  estimating,  see  Return,  46. 
Of  heating  plant,  see  RirruBN,  125-127. 

C07ia€I88IOirER    OF   CORPORATIONS. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  Commissioner  of  cor- 
porations over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Sbcubitt  Issites,  3. 
Effect  of  approval  of  issuance  of  securities,  see  ValuaHoii,  87. 
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COMMISSION  EXPEHSES. 

Whien  taxed  am  oosts  on  a{>peal»  see  Appbal  and  Revikw,  58. 
-   Expenses  incurred  in  proceedix^  before  Commission  to  be  amortiied 
oyer  period  of  years,  see  Rbtubn,  51-54. 

COMMISSIOlfS. 

/.  In  general,  1^4, 
II,  Jurisdicti<ni,  potoers,  and  duties,  5—64. 

a.  In  general,  a— 10, 

b.  IPirwer  to  determine  particular  questions,  ll^^U 

1.  In  general,  11—22, 

2.  To  protect  adjoining  property,  23, 

3.  To  determine  validity  of  statutes,  24. 

4.  To  determine  existence  and^effect  of  franchise,  25— 
*  29. 

5.  To  enforce  franchises,  30. 

6.  To  grant  relief  from  franchise  Intrdens,  31. 

7.  To  revoke  franchises,  32. 
S.  To  enforce  contracts,  33. 

9.  To  determine  rights  upon  abrog4ttion  of  contract, 
34. 

10.  To  pass  upon  guaranty  of  securities,  35,  36. 

11.  To  determine  disputed  property  rights,  37. 

12.  To  regulate  nonutility  h%isiness,  38—41, 

13.  To  pass  upon  legality  of  assessment  hy  mutual 

company.  42,    . 

14.  To  require  mutual  company  to  incorporate,  43* 

15.  To  require  reports  from  tUilities,  44. 

16.  To  regulate  construction  of  gas  plant,  45, 

17.  To  regulate  sale  of  utility  property,  46,  47. 
IS.  To  regulate  wages  of  employees,  48. 

19.  To  regulate  smolcing  <m  trains,  49: 

20.  To  regulate  street  pavements,  50,  51. 
<^,  Limitation  on  powers,  52—59. 

1.  By  Federal  control  of  utility,  52—56. 

2,  By  power'  of  Interstate   Commerce   Oontmission, 

57, 

3,  By  powers  of  municipalities,  58, 

4.  Territorial  limitation  on  power,  59, 

d.  Over  paHUmlar  corporations  and  persons,  60—64. 
HI.  Orders. 

I.  In  general. 

See  also  Fees  and  Commissions;  Interstate  Commkrck  Commission. 

Duty  of  utility  to  keep  proper  accounts  as  required  by  Commission,  see 
AooouimNe,  1. 

Right  of  appeal  to  supr^ne  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving  Com- 
mission jurisdiction  over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see  Appeal 
,  A»D  Review,  4« 
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ConclusiTMieM  of  findings  of,  see  Apebal  afd  Rkvibw,  11-2^ 

Controversy  between  municipftlitj  and  Commission  as  to  right  to  regu- 
late rates  fixed  in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  question,  see 
Appcal  akd  Rbvibw,  32. 

City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  party  to  suit  in  equity  by 
railroad  against  Commission  to  review  rate  order,  see  App£AI.  and 
Review,  54. 

Approval  by  Pennsylvania  Commission  of  incorporation  of  public  utili- 
ty as  equivalent  to  a  certificate  of  convenience  to  do  business,  see 
AxrroKOBiLxs,.  11. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  ol  eonstruction 
by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  diartered  territory, 
see  Cbrtificatbs  of  Convbicddncb  and  Nscesstit,  13. 

Power  of  Idaho  legislature  to  authorize  writ  of  certiorari  by  supreme 
court  to  review  decisions  of  Commission,  see  Cebtiqbaiu,  I. 

Power  of  city  to  attack  Tennessee  statute  because  of  failure  to  provide 
for  riigibility  of  Commissioners,  see  Constxtdteonal  Law,  2. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  hold  motion  for  rehearing  under 
advisement  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  CoivanTunoHAL  Law, 
9. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  &x  rates  for 
intrastate  transportation,  see  Cowbti^vimonal  Law,  13. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  refunding 
of  excessive  charges,  see  CoNSnTtmoNAL  Law,  91. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  creating 
mimicipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission  of  cost  of 
grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional  Law,  107. 

Records  of  Commission  as  evidence,  see  Evidence,  3. 

Presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  orders  and  rule  of  Commission,  see 
Evidence,  7. 

Order  of  Postmaster  General  as  justifying  telephone  company  in  violat- 
ing orders  of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  2,  3. 

Increase  in  rates  as  violating  injunction  as  question  for  coiui»  and  not 
for  Commission,  see  Injunction,  4. 

Injunction  to  restrain  Commission  from  compelling  utility  to  adhere 
to  confiscatory  statute,  see  In^function,  7. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by  Mas- 
sachusetts Ccmmiission,  see  Leases,  1. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  Commission  to  draw  salary  voucher 
for  employee,  see  Mandamus,  2. 

Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without  con- 
sent of  Missouri  Commission,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Pubjic  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rates  under  Delaware 
statute,  see  Pabties,  2. 

Patron  as  proper  party  to  test  jurisdiction  of  tribunal  attempting  to 
increase  ferry  rates,  see  Parties,  4, 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  <?ity  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
.  order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Parties,  .6, 

Sufficiency,  of  pl^'ilqg  before  Missouri  Commission*  see  Pi£ADINq«  L 
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Right  of  oonumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate  given 
as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see  PBOckDUBB»  0. 

Remedy  against  utility  diarging  more  than  contract  rates,  in  com- 
plaint to  Conunission  rather  than  to  courts,  see  Pbocqhjbe,  10. 

Prohibition  to  restrain  illegal  act  of  Commission,  see  Prohibition,  2. 

Whether  company  selling  electricity  is  engaged  in  public  calling  as 
question  for  Commission,  see  Public  Utiutdss,  5. 

Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent  on. 
net  earnings  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see  Rates,  7. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio  stat- 
ute, see  Rates,  8. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  switching  rates  for  service  rendered 
subsequent  to  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  see  Rates,  18. 

Necessity  of  filing  demand  charge  with,  see  Rates,  218. 

Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase  in 
rates,  see  Return,  14. 

Expenses  in  proceedings  before,  as  an  <^[>erating  expense,  see  Returtv, 
61-64. 

Construction  of  statute  authorizing  Conunission  to  give  "reasonable 
average  return,''  see  Return,  146. 

Duty  of  distributing  company  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of  pro- 
ducing company  to  render  adequate  service,  see  Service,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  court  over  question  of  abandonment  of  serv- 
ice before  action  of  Commission,  see  Service,  5. 

Original  jurisdiction  of  municipality  over  extensions  of  service  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Service,  24. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United  States 
Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station  because  of 
expense  where  wfiges  have  been  voluntarily  and  unreasonably  in- 
creased, see  Service,  174. 

Consent  of  Commission  for  change  of  location  of  switchboard,  see  Tele- 
phones, 1. 

Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  con- 
struction of  depot  building,  siding,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not  re- 
versible error,  see  Trial,  2. 

Discussion  of  duty  of  Commission  to  abrogate  discriminatory 
rate  contracts,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  80. 

1.  Public  officers  are  liable  in  costs  for  any  duty  they  are  required 
by  law  to  perform.  State  ex  reL  Stephens  v.  State  Corp.  Conunission, 
(X.  M.)  P.U.R.1919B,  889  (S.  C.  —  N.  M.  — ,  176  Pac.  806). 

2.  A  state  railway  commissioner  holding  office  under  the  consti- 
tutional amendment  (Const,  art.  6,  §  19a)  creating  the  State  Railway 
Commission  is  not  required  to  give  an  official  bond.  State  ex  rel. 
Shields  v.  Hall  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919B,  862  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  170  N.  W. 
173). 

3.  Provisions  in  an  act  creating  a  Railroad  Commission,  with  ref- 
erence to  the  eligibility  of  commissioners,  must  be  deemed  incorporated 
in  an  amendatory  act  changing  the  name  of  the  Commission  and  ex- 
tending its  powers  to  all  other  public  utilities.  Memphis  T.  Enloe 
(Tsmn.)  P.U.R.1919P,  508  (8.  C.  —  Tenn.  —,  214  S.  W.  71). 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


COMMISSIONS,  11.  a.  59 

4.  Where  a  legislative  appropriation  of  money  is  made  for  contin- 
gent expenses  of  the  State  Corporation  Commission^  out  of  which  fund 
the  salary  of  an  assistant  rate  clerk  is  properly  payable,  and  suit  is 
tiled  in  mandamus  to  compel  the  issuance  to  such  clerk  of  a  salary 
voucher,  and  after  service  on  such  Commission  of  the  alternative  writ 
such  Commission  purchases  postage  stamps  for  use  during  the  next 
ensuing  fiscal  year,  and  thus  expends  all  the  money  remaining  in  such 
fund,  the  trial  court  properly  required  the  issuance  of  a  voucher  paya- 
ble out  of  the  contingent  expense  fund  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  to  the 
extent  that  such  fund  was  benefited  by  the  use  of  funds  of  the  previous 
year  out  of  which  such  payment  should  have  been  made.  State  ex  rel. 
Stephens  v.  State  Corp.  Commission  (N.  M.)  P.U.R.1919B,  889  '(S.  C. 
—  N.  M.  — ,  176  Pac.  866). 

II.  Jurisdiction^  poivevs^  and  duties, 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Virginia  Commission  over  crossings  pending  injunction  suit, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  1. 
Jurisdiction  of  MassachuHctts  Commission  over  operation   of  jitneys, 

see  Automobiles,  1. 
Right  to  operate  auto  bus  service  without  permission  of  Pennsylvania 

Commission,  see  Automobiles,  12. 
Evidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  under  New  York  statute  so  as 

to   authorize   continued   operation   without   procuring   consent  of 

Commission,  see  Csbtificates  of  Convenience  and  Necbssitt,  4. 
Power'  of  Commission  to  compel  consolidation  of  utilities,  see  Conschj- 

DATION,  MEBOEB,  AND  SaLE,  5-7. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  33-86. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  notwithstanding  contract,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  87-90. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  as  judicial,  see  CoNSTrnrnoNAL  Law, 
98,  99. 

Over  crossings,  see  Crossings,  6-19. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  question  of  past  damages  due 
to  electrolysis,  see  Damages,  1. 

Power  to  regulate  rates  as  implying  power  to  control  depreciation  re- 
serve, see  Depreciation,  6. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  enforce  orders  by  contempt  pro- 
ceedings, see  Fines  and  Penalties,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  preceedings  for 
failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of  notice 
of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  4. 

Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  divide  expense  of  block  signal  system 
on  street  railway,  see  Intercorpokatb  Helations,  1. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of  natural 
gas  by  producing  companies  to  diatrikuting  companies  for  resale 
to  couBumers,  see  Intebcorporate  Relations,  3. 

Kew  York  Commission  without  power  to  require  physical  connection 
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of  railroads  giving  one  railroad  the  right  to  use  terminals  of  the 
other,  see  Intkbcobporate  Relations,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  with  respect  to  ap- 
proval of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  hy  Boston  Consolidated  6aa 
Company,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  designate  point  for  loca- 
tion of  portable  grain  elevator,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  12. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  from 
another  state  by  means  of  pipe  line,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  19. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  prevent  unlawful  invasion  of  tcrri- 
torj,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  6. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commissiim  to  prevent  patrons  changing  to 
another  telephone  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  7. 

Right  of  patrons  and  Commission  to  enforce  orders  under  Indiana  stat- 
ute, see  Parties,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Washington  Commission  to  proceed  with  rate  hearing  en 
its  own  motion,  see  Procedure,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  to  initiate  proceedings,  see  Procedure,  7. 

Over  rates,  see  Rates,  23-119. 

Statutory  power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Rates, 
6a-88. 

City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  .to  fix  rates  of  transfer 
company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license,  see 
Raids,  123. 

Jurisdiotion  to  award  reparation  for  violation  of  long  and  short  haul 
clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  Reparation,  6. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund  to 
abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see  Repa- 
BATioir,  7. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  provide  rates  to  enable  utility  to  give  reasonably 
adequate  sewiee,  see  RrruRN,  8. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  emergency  provisitm  of  Indiana  statute  to 
make  appraisal  of  property,  see  Return,  9. 

What  constitutes  onergency  empowering  Indiana  Commission  to  in- 
crease franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  see  Return,  lOt. 

Duty  to  consider  efficiency  of  manag^nent  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 
11. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility  to  pay 
interest  and  dividends,  see  Return,  12. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  increase  in  operating  expenses 
to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Return,  13. 

Right  to  fix  rates  for  railroad  operated  by  receiver,  see  Return,  130. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Secttrity 
Issues,  4-13. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  commissioner  of  corpora- 
tions over  issuanca  of  securities,  see  Security  Issues,  3. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court  of 
equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  j^y steal  connection 
of  system  after  Commission  has  obtained  Jurisdicticm,  see  Service, 
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Oyer  matters  of  service,  see  SwiOB,  7-62. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  require  utility  to  render  adequate  steyice,  see 

Service^  20^23. 
Jurisdiction  oyer  abandonment  of  seryice,  see  SmviOB,  25-37. 
Power  oi  Commission  under  New  York  statute  to  oompel  street  railway 

company^to  replace  tracks  see  Sebviob,  187. 
Policy   of   Kew   Hampshire   Commission   relative  to  abandonment   of 

street  railway  service,  see  Service,  190. 
Power  c^  Missouri  Commission  to  value  property  of  water  utility  without 

determining  existence  of  franchise  from  city  to  use  streets,  see 

Valuation,  2. 
Wisconsin  Commission  not  bound  by  value  of  property  fixed  in  judg- 
ment of  the  court  prior  to  statute  creating  the  Commission,  see 

Valuation,  3. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commissions  generally,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  880;  P.UJE1.1919C,  p.  696;  P.UJR.1919E,  p.  36. 

Annotation  on  power  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  622;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  139;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  623. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commissions  over  leases  of  property,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  67. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  service,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  282. 

Statement  of  rule  that  implied  powers  must  be  such  as  are  neces- 
sary for  the  just  and  reasonable  execution  of  granted  powers.  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  948. 

Statement  oi  rule  that  jurisdiction  is  conferred  on  Commission  by 
jSling  of  petition,  P.UJtldl9E,  p.  46. 

Discussion  of  reasons  for  requiring  Commission  approval  of  rail- 
road leases,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  968. 

6.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  not  to  answer 
questions  of  law  or  fact  not  pertinent  to  the  issues.  Slate  Belt  Elec- 
tric Street  R.  Co.  v.  Pennylvania  Utilities  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  984. 

6.  The  California  Commission  will  not  approve  an  agreement  which 
limits  its  jurisdiction  or  makes  it  difficult  to  exercise  its  functions. 
Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  936. 

7.  The  Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission  has  judicial  functions, 
as  well  as  executive  and  legislative  power.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  256. 

8.  The  State  Railway  Commission  has  independent  legislative,  ju- 
dicial, and  executive  or  administrative  powers  so  far  as  necessarily 
involved  in  the  ''regulation  of  rates,  service,  and  general  control  of 
common  carriers,"  and  such  exercise  of  power  may  be  controlled  or 
limited  by  the  legislature.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Xeb.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

9.  A  vacancy  does  not  prevent  the  two  remaining  members  of  the 
Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  from  hearing  and  deter- 
mining a  petition  for  the  consolidation  of  railroad  companies.  Re  Bos- 
t<Mi  &  M.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  650. 

10.  Unreasonable  regulations  are  not  within  the  authority  con- 
ferred by  law  upon  the  Railroad  Commissioners;  and  when  it  appears 
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from  the  pleading  or  the  evidence  in  a  case  that  an  order  or  regulation 
is  unreasonable,  or  unjust  with  reference  to  all  the  substantial  interests 
affected  by  it,  or  violative  of  constitutional  provisions  for  the  pro- 
tection of  private  property  rights,  such  regulations  will  not  be  enforced 
by  the  courts.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

h.  Power  to  determine  particular  questions, 

I#  In  general. 

11.  The  Michigan  Public  Ui^lities  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to 
set  aside  a  rate  order  of  the  Michigan  Railroad  Commission.  Re  Michi- 
gan State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1919F,  43. 

12.  A  statute  authorizing  a  Commission  to  enforce  all  orders  of 
a  prior  Commission  does  not  empower  it  to  enforce  orders  that  are 
void.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Atwood-Davis  Sand  Co. 
V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919B,  963  (S.  C.  286  111. 
53,121  N.  E.  260). 

13.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  without  power  to  prescribe 
form  to  be  followed  by  legislative  bodies  authorized  by  law  to  legis- 
late upon  specific  subjects,  and  is  a  board  of  special  and  limited  juris- 
diction without  power  to  exercise  any  jurisdiction  beyond  that  ex- 
pressly conferred  by  statute.  Washington  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  366,  (S.  C.  —Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  46). 

14.  Under  a  statute  providing  that  no  order  of  the  selectmen  of  a 
town  for  the  rdocation  of  street  railway  tracks  shall  be  made  except 
for  the  purpose  of  public  improvement,  the  Connecticut  Commission 
on  an  appeal  by  a  street  railway  company  from  a  relocation  order 
of  the  selectmen  is  not  bound  solely  by  the  fact  that  the  work  involved 
is  for  the  purpose  of  public  improvements,  but  may  make  such  orders 
as  it  may  deem  equitable.  Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
107. 

15.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon 
the  legality  of  a  transit  company  in  locating  its  tracks  within  the 
boundaries  of  a  public  square  nor  upon  the  legality  of  Park  Commis- 
sioners in  authorizing  such  location.  Dyer  v.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Tran- 
sit Co."  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  128. 

16.  In  an  action  by  the  Utah  Commission  against  the  owner  of  auto- 
mobiles operating  without  the  permission  of  the  Commission,  it  is  un- 
necessary for  the  Commission,  in  order  to  make  out  a  prima  facie  case, 
to  introduce  testimony  to  show  dedication  of  the  roads  over  which  the 
cars  are  being  operated,  or  the  filing  by  the  county  commissioners  of 
Salt  Lake  county  of  a  plat  with  the  county  clerk,  designating  the  roads 
as  public  highways;  or  to  do  more  than  to  show  their  general  use  by 
the  public  for  travel.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Jones  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919D,  636  (S.  C.  —Utah,  — ,  179  Pac.  745). 

17.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  power  to  authorize  the  con- 
struction of  an  electric  wire  crossing  over  railway  tracks,  although 
necessitating  the  use  of  the  right  of  way  of  the  railroad  company;  since 
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this  is  not  an  exercise  of  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  but  of  the  police 
power.    Re  West  Penn  Power  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  692. 

18.  The  Colorado  Commission  is  without  power  to  compel  the  opera- 
tion of  a  railroad  by  another  company.  Park  County  v.  Colorado  Mid- 
land R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  692. 

19.  The  Colorado  Commissicm  has  no  power  to  compel  the  owners 
or  the  receiver  of  a  railroad  to  turn  its  property  over  to  the  Federal 
government  on  any  terms.  Park  County  v.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co. 
( Colo. )   P.U.R.1919C;  592. 

20.  The  determination  of  the  type  of  rails  to  be  used  for  a  street  rail- 
way extension  is  within  the  original  jurisdiction  of  the  Connecticut 
Commission  on  a  petition  for  approval  of  the  method  and  manner  of 
construction.    Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  645. 

21.  The  Oregon  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  under  chapter  228 
of  the  Qeneral  Laws  of  Or^on  for  1917  over  overhead  crossings,  afford- 
ing ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  incorporated  cities  of 
100,000  inhabitant  or  more.  Re  Globe  Grain  &  Mill.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  760. 

22.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  a  coal 
company  to  construct'  and  maintain  suitable  wash  houses.  Oenntin 
T.  Black  Hawk  Coal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.19I9E,  687. 

9,  To  protect  adjoining  property, 

23.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  no  Jurisdiction 
to  compel  a  railroad  company  to  widen  a  culvert  over  a  stream  of 
water  so  as  to  prevent  the  flooding  of  adjacent  land,  since  the  public 
interest,  so  far  as  concerns  the  faeilities  of  the  railroad  for  rendering 
service,  is  not  involved.  Middleport-  v.  New  York  O.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.UJt.l919B,  69. 

3.  To  determine  validity  of  statutes. 

24.  The  Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  no  power  to 
declare  the  Public  Utilities  Act  unconstitutional  or  void.  Farmers 
Electric  k  P.  Co.  v.  Ault  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  871. 

4,  To  determine  existence  and  effect  of  francliise. 

25.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  determine  whether  or  not  a  company  has  a  franchise  or  permit, 
since  this  is  a  judicial  matter  to  be  settled  by  the  courts.  Mountain 
View  v.  Farmers  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  208. 

26.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to  pass 
upon  the  question  of  the  right  of  a  utility  to  use  the  streets  and  alleys 
of  a  city,  since  this  is  a  matter  for  judicial  determination.  Mountain 
View  V.  Farmers  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  208. 

27.  The  Missouri  Commission  will  not  undertake  to  determine  wheth- 
er a  utility  company  has  forfeited  its  franchise  or  whether  legal  grounds 
exist  for  such  forfeiture.  Re  Portageville  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  686. 
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28.  Whether  a  aatural  gas  company  has  the  ri^t  under  its  fran- 
chise to  construct  a  plant  to  manufacture  artificial  gas  in  a  city  is  a 
question  for  the  courts,  and  not  for  a  Public  Service  Commission.  Re 
Citizens  Natural  Gas,  Oil  &  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  352, 

29.  A  question  as  to  the  validity  of  a  franchise  ciinnot  be  consid- 
ered by  a  Public  Service  Commission  upon  an  application  for  a  certifi- 
cate of  public  convenience  l^ld  necessity,  since  that  question  is  both 
judicial  and  collateral.  State  ex  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  343   (S.  C.  276  Mo.  325.  204  S.  W;.  897).. 

5.  To  enforce  franchisee. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  compel  compliance  with 
franchise  obligation,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  67.  ^ 

30.  The  enforcement  of  paving  provisions  of  franchise  ordinances  is 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission.  Re  Chicago  & 
West  Towns  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  685. 

6.  To  grant  relief  from  franchise  burdens, 

31.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  the 
reasonableness  of  certain  municipal  burdens  placed  upon  a  street  rail- 
way company,  such  as  replacement  of  paving,  sprinkling  of  track  zone, 
furnishing  of  electric  energy  for  the  operation  of  bddges,  etc.  Milwaukee 
Electric  R.  &  light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  604. 

7.  To  revoke  franehtses. 

32.  The  New  York  Ck>mmiBsion,  Second  District,  has  no  power  to 
revoks  franchises.  Persbaoker  t.  CaUiooofi  Independent  Electric  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  672. 

i8.  ^o  enforce  oontra^s, 

33.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to'  enforce  a  physi- 
cal connection  contract  between  two  telephone  companies  or  to  award 
damages  for  the  breach  thereof,  the  Commission's  power  being  limited 
to  a  consideration  of  the  question  solely  from  the  standpoint  of  service 
to  the  public  Farmers  Teleph.  Co,  v,  Versailles  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  29. 

0.  To  determine  rights  upon  abrogation  of  contract. 

34.  Upon  the  abrogation  of  a  discriminatory  rate  contract,  the  Cali- 
fornia Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  the  uncom- 
pensated claims  of  the  parties.  Re  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  365. 

10,  To  pass  upon  guat^nty  of  securities, 

35.  The  Michigan  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine 
whether  a  railroad  company  can  leprally  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another 
railroad  company,  upon  an  application  for  authority  to  guarantee  such 
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bonds.     PoUitz  v.  Michigan  R.  Ck)mmi8gion    (Mich.)    P.U.R.1W9E,  10 
(S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  611). 

36.  The  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine  the 
liability  of  a  utility  with  reference  to  a  guaranty  of  bonds  of  another 
corporation  the  property  of  which  is  subsequently  acquired.  Be  Coast 
Valleys  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  246. 

11,  To  deter^mine  disputed  property  rights, 

S7.  The  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine 
the  disputed  right  to  the  waters  of  a  stream,  as  between  an  electric 
company  and  an  applicant  for  service  who  intends  to  use  the  power 
applied  for,  to  pump  water  from  the  stream.  Webb  Bros.  Co.  v.  Cali- 
fornia-Oregon Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  407.  ^ 

12.  To  regulate  nonutiHty  business, 

38.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  complaint 
against  an  electrical  utility  for  the  underbidding  of  contractors  for  house 
wiring.    Blackball  v.  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  907. 

39.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  power  to  require  the  owner 
of  a  gas  plant  to  secure  a  supply  of  coke  oven  gas  from  the  manufac- 
turers of  coke,  so  as  to  reduce  the  price  of  gas.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.RJ919P,  458. 

40.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  power  to  compel  the  owner 
of  a  gas  plant  to  construct  a  by-product  coke  oven  plant  in  order  that 
the  price  of  gas  might  be  reduced,  since  to  do  so  would  force  the  owner 
into  the  coke  business  as  his  principal  business.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  458. 

41.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission  does  not  extend  to 
tlie  approval  of  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  coal  gas  to  a  gas  company 
where  the  gas  is  produced  by  a  private  company  as  a  by-product  of  the 
manufacture  of  coke.  By-Products  Coke  Corp.  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  & 
Coke  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  964. 

.  13,  To  pass  upon  legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company, 

42.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  the 
legality  of  an  assessment  levied  by  a  mutual  company,  upon  its  stock- 
holders; since  this  is  a  judicial  question  to  be  passed  upon  by  the 
courts.     Eaton  v.  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  744. 

14,  To  require  mutual  company  to  incorporate, 

43.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
require  a-  mutual  company  to  incorporate.  Mountain  View  v.  Farmers 
Teleph.  Exch.  Co.    (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  208. 

IS,  To  require  reports  from  utilities, 

44.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  power  under  §  29,  Art.  9  of  the 
Oklahoma  Constitution,  to  require  railroad  companies  to  report  under 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 5. 
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28.  Whether  a  aatural  gas  company  has  the  ri^t  under  its  fran- 
chise to  construct  a  plant  to  manufacture  artificial  gas  in  a  city  is  a 
question  for  the  courts,  and  not  for  a  Public  Service  Commission.  Re 
Citiaens  Natural  Gas,  Oil  &  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.RJ919C,  352, 

29.  A  question  as  to  the  validity  of  a  franchise  cannot  be  consid- 
ered by  a  Public  Service  Commission  upon  an  application  for  a  certifi- 
cate of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  since  that  question  is  both 
judicial  and  collateral.  State  ex  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  343   (S.  C.  275  Mo.  325.  204  S.  W.  897). 

p.  To  enforce  franchisee. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  compel  compliance  with 
franchise  obligation,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  67. 

30.  The  enforcement  of  paving  provisions  of  franchise  ordinances  is 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission.  Re  Chicago  & 
West  Towns  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  685. 

6.  To  grant  relief  from  franchise  burdens. 

31.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  the 
reasonableness  of  certain  municipal  burdens  placed  upon  a  street  rail- 
way company,  such  as  replacement  of  paving,  sprinkling  of  track  zone, 
furnishing  of  electric  energy  for  the  operation  of  bndges,  etc.  Milwaukee 
Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

7.  To  revolee  franchises. 

32.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  no  power  to 
revoke  franchises.  Persbaoker  y.  Calliooofi  Independent  Electric  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  672. 

S.  To  enforce  contra^. 

33.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to'  enforce  a  physi- 
cal connection  contract  between  two  telephone  companies  or  to  award 
damages  for  the  breach  thereof,  the  Commission's  power  being  limited 
to  a  consideration  of  the  question  solely  Irom,  the  standpoint  of  service 
to  the  public  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Versailles  Teleph.  Ck>.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  29. 

9.  To  determine  tights  upon  abrogation  of  contract, 

34.  Upon  the  aJbrogation  of  a  discriminatory  rate  contract,  the  Cali- 
fornia Conunission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  the  uncom- 
pensated claims  of  the  parties.  Re  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P,U.R.1019E,  365. 

iO.  To  pass  upon  gtmranty  of  securities. 

35.  The  Michigan  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine 
whether  a  railroad  company  can  leprally  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another 
railroad  company,  upon  an  application  for  authority  to  guarantee  such 
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bonds.     PoUitz  v.  Miehigan  R.  Ck>mmis8ion    (Mich.)    P.U.R.1919E,  10 
(S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  611). 

36.  The  CalifoFDia  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine  the 
liability  of  a  utility  with  reference  to  a  guaranty  of  bonds  of  another 
corporation  the  property  of  which  is  subsequently  acquired.  Be  CJoast 
Valleys  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  246. 

11.  To  determine  disputed  property  rights. 

S7.  The  California  Commissidn  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine 
the  disputed  right  to  the  waters  of  a  stream,  as  between  an  electric 
company  and  an  applicant  for  service  who  intends  to  use  the  power 
applied  for,  to  pump  water  from  the  stream.  Webb  Bros.  Co.  v.  Cali- 
fornia-Oregon Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  407.  ^ 

12.  To  regulate  nonutility  husineas. 

38.  The  Illinois  Commission  haa  no  jurisdiction  over  a  complaint 
against  an  electrical  utility  for  the  underbidding  of  contractors  for  houae 
wiring.    Blackball  v.  Public  Service  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  907. 

39.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  power  to  require  the  owner 
of  a  gaa  plant  to  secure  a  supply  of  coke  oven  gas  from  the  manufac- 
turers of  coke,  so  as  to  reduce  the  price  of  gas.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.RJ919F,  458. 

40.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  power  to  compel  the  owner 
of  a  gas  plant  to  construct  a  by-product  coke  oven  plant  in  order  that 
the  price  of  gas  might  be  reduced,  since  to  do  so  would  force  the  owner 
into  the  coke  business  as  his  principal  business.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  458. 

41.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission  does  not  extend  to 
the  approval  of  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  coal  gas  to  a  gas  company 
where  the  gas  is  produced  by  a  private  company  as  a  by-product  of  the 
manufacture  of  coke.  By-Products  Coke  Corp.  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  & 
Coke  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  964. 

.  13.  To  pass  upon  legality  of  assessment  by  m,utual  com^pany. 

42.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  the 
legality  of  an  assessment  levied  by  a  mutual  company,  upon  its  stock- 
holders; since  this  is  a  judicial  question  to  be  passed  upon  by  the 
courts.     Eaton  v.  Farmers  Mut,  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  744. 

14:.  To  require  m,utual  company  to  incorporate. 

43.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
require  a^  mutual  company  to  incorporate.  Mountain  View  v.  Farmers 
Teleph.  Exch.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  208. 

IS.  To  require  reports  from,  utilities, 

44.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  power  under  §  29,  Art.  9  of  the 
Oklahoma  Constitution,  to  require  railroad  companies  to  report  under 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 5. 
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oath  the  original  cost  of  construction  of  the  road  and  the  amounts  ex- 
pended for  permanent  additions  and  betterments.  Atchison,  T.  &  S. 
F.  R.  Co.  V.  State  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  63  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  180  Pac 
849). 

16.  To  regulate  conairuction  of  gas  plant, 

45.  Under  §  97  of  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Commission  Act,  the 
Indiana  Commission  has  no  authority  to  grant  or  refuse  permission 
for  the  construction  of  an  artificial  gas  plant  in  a  city  to  a  utility 
furnishing  natural  gas  under  a  franchise  authorizing  it  to  supply  both 
natural  and  artificial  gas  therein.  Re  Citizens  Natural  Gas,  Oil  & 
Water  Co.  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1910C,  352. 

^  17.  To  regulate  sale  of  utility  property. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  ovei'  sales  of  property,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  56. 

46.  Tlie  California  Commission  cannot  ratify  a  sale  of  utility  prop- 
erty, void  because  made  without  the  approval  of  the  Commission.  Re 
McFeely  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  920. 

47.  The  Commission  has  no  authority  under  the  Missouri  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  to  require  a  telephone  company  to  sell  its 
plant  to  a  municipality  or  to  anyone  else.  Mountain  View  v.  Farmers 
Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R,1919D,  208. 

18.  To  regulate  wages  of  employees. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  salaries  of  employees, 
P.U.R.1919E.  p.  67. 

48.  Although  the  Indiana  Commission  has  no  power  to  compel  an 
increase  in  the  wages  of  utility  employees,  it  may  make  such  increase 
a  condition  of  an  order  granting  emergency  relief  to  the  utility.  Re 
Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

19.  To  regulate  fmtolcing  on  trains. 

49.'  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Conunission  has  no  jurisdiction 
to  entertain  a  petition  for  the  discontinuance  of  th^  practice  of  allow- 
ing smoking  on  Boston  elevated  and  subway  trains.  Sands  v.  Boston 
Elevated  R.  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919A,  695. 

20.  To  regulate  street  pavements, 

50.  Failure  of  a  water  company  properly  to  repave  openings  made 
for  mains  is  a  matter  for  the  attention  of  the  municipality,  rather 
than  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Commission.  Bowers  v.  Spring 
Hill  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  961. 

61.  The  New  Hampshire  CTommission  is  not  required,  under  §  2  of 
chapter  159  of  the  Laws  of  1919,  to  apportion  betweoi  a  city  and 
street  railway  company  the  expense  of  repaving  a  street  not  involving 
a  change  of  grade,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  show  what  part  of 
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the  costs  should  justly  be  charged  to  the  railway  company.    Dover  v. 
Dover,  S.  k  R.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919F,  178. 

e.  Limitations  on  powers. 

1.  By  Federal  control  of  utility. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over  crossings  as  affected  by  Federal  con- 
trol of  railroads,  see  CBOSBI^GS,  12,  13. 

Federal  control  as  limiting  jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over  railroads, 
see  IUILB0AD8,  4. 

Power  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  as  affected  by  Federal 
control,  see  Rates,  35-53. 

Power  of  Commission  over  service  as  limited  by  Federal  control  of 
utility,  see  Service,  10-16. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  on  jurisdiction  of  Commis- 
sion, P.U.R.1919B,  p.  459. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  on  power  of  Commission  to 
fix  rates,  P.U.R.1919£,  p.  622. 

General  order  No.  58  issued  by  the  Director  General  of  Railroads 
to  clarify  the  relationship  between  the  United  States  Railroad  Ad- 
ministraiion  and  Public  Service  Commission,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  755. 

52.  The  Maine  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  the  apportionment 
of  the  cost  of  the  use  of  a  terminal  railroad  between  the  railroads  usin^ 
it,  notwithstanding  the  railroads  are  under  government  control  and 
regulation.     Re  Portland  Terminal  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919A,  601. 

63.  It  is  questionable  whether  to  the  extent  that  failroad  companies 
are  still  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  state  commissions,  the  Federal 
power  can  by  any  act  oust  or  exclude  the  state  authorities  from  an 
effective  jurisdiction,  by  withholding  from  the  railroad  company  the 
funds  which  it  may  require  to  enable  it  to  comply  with  the  lawful  man- 
date of  the  state  authority.  Granville  v.  Delaware  k  H.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  718. 

54.  Railroads,  although  being  operated  under  the  direction  of  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  are  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  state 
Commission  in  the  regulation  of  rates  for  the  movement  of  freight 
wholly  within  the  state  and  unconnected  with  the  transportation  of 
troops,  war  materials,  or  government  supplies.  Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  v. 
Monongahela  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  625. 

55.  The  Act  of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  empowering  the  President 
to  take  over  the  telegraphs  and  telephones  during  the  war,  with  its 
proviso  that  the  lawful  police  regulations  of  the  several  states  shall 
not  be  affected,  contemplates  that  the  states  shall  continue  to  exercise 
their  undoubted  powers  to  regulate  intrastate  rates,  and  such  power  did 
not  therefore  pass  to  the  President  or  his  representative,  the  Postmaster 
General.  State  ex  rel.  Payne  v.  Dakota  Central  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  228  (S.  C.  ^  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  277). 

66.  While  the  Oklahoma  Commission  would  endure  Federal  encroach- 
ment upon  its  power,  rather  than  raise  a  protest  at  a  time  when  the 
country  was  engaged  in  actual  warfare,  it  will,  upon  the  termination 
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of  military  necessity,  resist  such  encroachment,  and  will  exercise  to 
the  utmost  the  powers  granted  to  it  by  the  Constitution  and  laws  of 
the  state.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co. 
(Okla.)   P.U.R.1W9C,  256. 

2.  By  potter  of  Interstate  Commerce  Comm,i88ion, 

57.  The  Federal  statutes  giving  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
power  to  make  physical  valuations  of  railroad  are  not  exclusive,  and 
do  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  right  of  a  state  Commission  to 
require  railroads  to  report  under  oath  the  original  cost  of  construction 
and  the  amounts  expended  for  permanent  additions  and  betterments. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  63  (8.  C.  — 
Okla.  — ,  180  Pac.  849). 

3,  By  powers  of  m^unicipalitiea, 

68.  A  street  railway  operated  in  four  cities,  operating  over  -its  lines 
interurban  cars  of  other  companies,  and  affording  continuous  passage 
between  cities  of  the  state,  is  not  a  "one-city  utility"  so  as  to  deprive 
the  Kansas  Commission  of  jurisdiction  thereover.  Re  Kansas  City  R. 
Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1919E,  132. 

4.  Tei*rUorial  limitation  on  power, 

59.  The  act  of  the  legislature  creating  the  Missouri  Public  Serviced 
Commission  and  defining  its  powers  and  prescribing  its  duties  is  appli- 
cable to  the  city  of  St.  Louis.  St.  Louis  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  10  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  207  S.  W.  799). 

d.  Over  particular  corporations  and  persons. 

Jurisdiction   of  Wisconsin   Commission  over  municipal   acquisition   of 

utility,  see  Municipal  Pla>'ts,  7. 
As  to  corporations  and  persons  constituting  public  utilities  so  as  to  be 

under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  see  Public  Utilities. 

Discussion  of  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  receiver,  P.U.R. 
1919A,  p.  548. 

Exclusive  Jurisdiction  of  Utah  Commission  over  public  utilities, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  190. 

60.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  foreign  public 
utility  company.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (III.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  679. 

61.  Unless  there  has  been  specific  legislation  that  might  limit  or 
affect  this  power  given  to  the  Commission,  it  would  seem  that  the  peo- 
ple have  given  this  Commission  all  tlie  control  over  common  carriers 
that  they  themselves  could  exercise.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.lOirC,  927  (S.  0.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

62.  The  power  and  authority  of  the  Oklahoma  Corporation  Com- 
mission over  telephone  companies  is  derived  from  the  Constitution  of 
the  state.     State   ex   rel.   Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co. 

(Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  255. 
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63.  The  laws  of  Oklahoma  place  upon  the  Corporation  Commission 
the  duty  of  regulating  rates  and  practices  of  telephone  companies  and 
of  enforcing  its  orders  in  reference  thereto.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  ^6. 

64.  The  Railroad  Commission  of  Louisiana  is  established  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  state;  and  to  it  is  given  certain  powers  and  au- 
thority, over  railroads,  steamboats,  water  craft,  sleeping  car,  freight, 
and  passenger  tariffs  and  service,  express  rates,  telephone  and  tele- 
igraph  charges,  etc.     Empire  Rice  Mill.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission 

(La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  576  (S.  C.  143  La.  1036,  79  So.  833). 

lU.  Orders. 

As  to  orders  of  Commission  generally,  see  Orders. 
Review  of  Commission  orders,,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

COMMODITIES. 

Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case 
finished  product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 

Freight  rates  on  railroad,  see  Rates,  297-322. 

Consideration  of  return  as  .a  whole  in  passing  upon  reasonableness 
of  individual  rates,  see  Return,  218. 

COMMON  CARRIERS. 

See  Carriers. 

COMMON  COUNCII.. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  common  council  of  city 
to  appoint  certain  officers  to  collect  water  rents,  see  Rates, 
27.     " 

COMMON  LAW. 

Finding  of  fact  by  Commission  not  reviewed  by  common-law  cer- 
tiorari, see  Certiorari,  3. 

Contracts  for  free  service  as  invalid  under  common  law,  see 
Discrimination,  41. 

Exchange  of  electric  service  for  water  service  ai  4i8criminatpry, 
see  Discrimination,  89. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  common- 
law  obligation  to  public,  Qotwithstanding  its  employees  axe  on  a 
strike,  see  Service,  22. 

Act  of  Congress  as  imposing  common-law  duty  upon  utilities  to 
serve  public,  see  Service,  62. 

COMMON  PI.EAS. 

See  Courts. 

COMMON  STOCK. 

See  Stock. 
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COMMUNICATION  CIRCUITS. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 

COMMUNITIES. 

Character  of  locality  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  determining 
reasonableness  of  return,  see  Rktubs,  171. 

\ 

COMMUTATION  RATES.  V- 

Affording  commutation  rates  to  certain  pWons  as  discrimination, 

see  Discrimination,  36.  N 

On  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  276-278. 
Commutation  rates  on  railroads,  see  Rates,  29^296.   . 

COMPARISON  OF  COSTS. 

Comparison  of  overhead  costs,  see  Valuation,  104. 

As  method  of  estimating  future  expenses,  see  Return, 

COMPARISON  OF  RATES. 

Comparison  of   interurban  railway  rates  with  rates  of  railrJiads 
,         under  Federal  oontrol,  see  Rates,  266-268. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  interurban  commutation  rates,\ 
see  Rates,  277. 

Annotation  on  comparison  of  rates  as  factor  in  rate  making,  P.O.R. 
1919B,  p.  25. 

COMPARISON  OF  RETURN. 

Comparison  of  return  under  war  conditions  with  those  in  normal 
times,  see  Return,  278,  279. 

COMPARISON  OF  VALUES. 

Generally,  see  \'aluation,  44. 

Comparison  of  valuation  of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  151. 

Annotation  on  comparison  of  values,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  211. 

COBIPENSATION. 

Receipt  of  compensation   as   necessary  to  constitute  oompanj  a 
public  utility,  see  Public  Utiuties,  41. 

COBIPETITION. 

See  Monopoly  and  Competition. 

COMPLAINT. 

See  also  Pleading. 

Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rates  under  Delaware 

statute,  see  Pabties,  2. 
Consumer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates 

in  violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Pabtic;s,  3. 
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Eight  of  single  oorporation  to  make  complaint  gainst  municipal 
plant  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Pabtieb,  7. 

Director  General  as  proper  party  to  complaint  against  railroad 
rates,  see  Pabties,  8. 

Appointment  of  adjuster  of  complaints  as  not  relieving  utility 
from  duty  to  treat  consumers  courteously,  see  Sebvicc,  07. 

G€H€PTBOIXEB. 

Excessive  salary  of  comptroller  of  utility,  see  Return,  59. 

CONCLUSION  OF  I«AW. 

Commission's  orders  not  to  contain,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  43. 

CONDEMNATION. 

See  Eminent  Domaitx. 

CONDENSED  MILK. 

Discrimination  as  between  localities  in  rates  for  transporting 
condensed  milk,  see  Discrimination,  31. 

CONDITION  PER  CENT. 

To  be  considered  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  purchase,  see 
Vai,uation,  48. 

CONDITION  PRECEDENT. 

Water  company  not  to  require  purchase  of  water  right  as  condition 
precedent  to  servi<*e,  see  Service,  63. 

CONDITIONS. 

Change  in  conditions  not  necessary  to  change  contract  rates,  see 

Kates,  165. 
Binding  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased 

costs,  see  Rates,  192. 
Imposed  on  discontinuing  gas  department  of  utility,  see  bERViCE, 

90. 

CONDUCTORS. 

Apportionment  of  conductor  expenses  of  interurban  railway,  see 
Apportionment,  13. 

CONFIOITRATION. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

CONFISCATION. 

Denial  of  adequate  return  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  11-15. 
Haximum  rate  statute  as  confiscatory,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

12. 
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'  Statute  anthorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  intrastate  trans- 
portation as  permitting  confiscation,  see  CoNSTiTunoirAL  Law, 
13. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  operate  spur  track  at  a 
loss,  see  Constitutional  Law,  22. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receivers  to  enjoin 
alleged  confiscatory  rates,  see  Courts,  8. 

Injunction  to  restrain  Commission  from  compelling  utility  to  adheri* 
to  confiscatory  statute,  see  Injunction,  7. 

Sufiiciency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximnin 
rate  statute,  see  Pleading,  5. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  fix  gas  rates  wbere  maximum 
rate  statute  has  been  repealed  by  confiscatory  statute,  see 
Rates,  92. 

Reasonableness  of  rates,  generally,  see  Retubn. 

Rates  not  to  be  confiscatory  even  under  war  conditions,  see  Retubn, 
247. 

What  constitutes  confiscatory  rate,  see  Return,  345-347. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  con- 
stituting confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Con- 
stitution,  see   Return,   346. 

Annotation  on  confiscation,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  533. 

CONGRESS. 

Order  of  Commission  upheld  by  stata  courts,  requiring  restoration 
of  sidetrack  as  state  law  subject  to  review  by  Federal  Supreme 
Court  under  laws  of  Congress  and  Federal  Constitution,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  29. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  tele- 
phones and  telegraphs,  on  power  of  state  Commii^sion,  see 
Commissions,  55. 

Effect  of  acts  of  Congress  establishing  government  control,  see 
Federal  Control. 

General  power  over  matters  of  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  10. 

Power  of  state  to  regulate  interstate  commerce  as  affected  by  con- 
gressional inaction,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  13-19. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate 
telegraph  and  t^phones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Pi'blig 
Utilities,  3. 

Director  Gaieral  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

Construction  of  Federal  control  statute,  see  Rates,  35,  36,  42-44, 
60-52. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  telephone  and 
telegraph  rates  under  Federal  Control  Statute,  see  Rates,  42- 
53. 

Power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  fix  rates  -for  electricity 
generated  outside  of  the  state  and  distributed  within,  see 
Rates,  58. 
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Power  of  state  to  regulate  price  of  interstate  gas  im  abaonoe  of 

congressional  action,  see  Rates,  59. 
Effect  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  render  invalid  railroad  rates 

not  filed  with  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission,  see  Rates,  200. 
Act  of  Congress  as  imposing  common-law  duty  upon  utilities  to 

serve  public,  see  Sesvice,  62. 
Power   of   Congress   and   President   to   take   over   telephones   and 

telegraphs   under   Federal   control    statute^   see   Xblepuones, 

3,4. 

CONNECTED  LOAD. 

A^alidity  of  uniform  minumum  monthly  charge  for  power  users 
regardless  of  motor  ratings  or  connected  load,  see  Katk^. 
231. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Conunission  over  order  of  selectmen  re 
quiring  relocation  of  street  railway  as  public  improvement, 
see  Commissions,  14. 

Jurisdiction  of  Connecticut  Commission  to  determine  type  of  rails 
for  construction  of  street  railway,  see  Commissions,  20. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within 
provision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  not  order 
relocation  of  tracks  except  for  purposes  of  public  improvement, 
see  Street  Railways,  3. 

CONNECTIONS. 

See  Physical  Connection;  Sebvice  Connbotions. 

CONSENT. 

Necessity  of  certificate  of  convenience  in  Wisconsin  lOr  extension 

into  city  where  utility  is  already  operating  under  local  consent, 

see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  3. 
Evidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  under  New  York  statute 

so   as    to   authorize    continued    operation    without    procuring 

consent   of   Commission,   see    Certificates    of   Convenience 

and  Necessity,  4. 
Field  of  operation  as  designated  in  certificate  of  incorporation  not 

extended   by  means   of   local  consents,  see  Certificates   of 

Incorporation,  3. 
Applicability   of   New   York   constitutional    provision   relative   to 

municipal  consent  to  street  railways,  to  interurban  railways, 

see  Interurban  Railways,  1. 
Power  of  court  to  authorize  judgment  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 

above  statutory  maximum  rates,  see  Rates,  20. 
Constitutional    provisions   relative   to    local    consent   as    affecting 

power  of  Commission  to  change   franchise  rates,  see  Rates, 

78-80. 
Power  of  municipality  to  fix  interurban  railway  rates  as  effected 

by  local  consent  provisions  of  Constitution,  see  Rates,  131. 
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CONSERVATION. 

Necessity  of  conserving   capital   as   affecting  admission   of 

petition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  16. 
Of  water,  see  Rates,  385. 

CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER,  AND  SALE. 

J.  In  general,  1—4. 
11.  Jurisdiction,  potcers  and  duties  of  Commission,  5—7. 

III,  Street  and  interurban  railways,  8. 

IV.  Application  of  telegraph  statute  to  telephones,  9. 

1.  In  general. 

Quorum  of  Commission  authorizing  consolidation,  see  Commissions,  9. 
Value  for  consolidation  not  binding  in  security  issue  proceeding,  see 

Obdebs,  9. 
Consolidated   company  not  bound  by   franchise  of  predecessor   where 

assignment  is  not  shown,  see  Rates,  184. 
Rates  to  be  charged  on  consolidation  of  telephone  companies,  see  Rates, 

356. 
Effect  of  merger  on  value  of  franchise,  see  Valuation,  7. 

Annotation  on  consolidation,  merger,  and  sale,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  865. 

1.  In  taking  over  utility  properties,  either  by  purchase  or  lease,  the 
values  thereof,  and  the  terms  upon  which  the  transfer  is  made,  should 
not  be  such  as  to  result  in  an  unreasonable  increase  in  rates.  Re 
Delaware  k  A.  Teleg.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  860. 

2.  The  grant  of  authority  for  the  purchase  of  a  utility  charging 
reasonable  rates  is  not  to  be  taken  as  permitting  the  purchasing  com- 
pany to  raise  such  rates  to  the  level  of  its  own  Re  Mt.  Whitney 
Power  k  Electric  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19l'9B,  930. 

3.  The  votes  of  stockholders  of  a  railroad  company  approving  an 
agreement  for  consolidation  are  not  rendered  illegal  because  of  ballot- 
ing by  proxy,  or  because  the  majority  stock  of  the  company  promoting 
the  consolidation  was  not  excluded  from  voting.  Re  Boston  k  M.  R. 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  650. 

4.  Approval  of  a  plan  for  the  consolidation  of  three  water  corpora^- 
tions,  the  specified  amount  of  stock  to  be  issued  par  for  par  to  the 
stockholders  of  each  company,  was  witbneid,  it  appearing  that  the  values 
of  the  securities  of  the  consolidating  companies  were  not  equal.  Re 
Bergen  Aqueduct  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919F,  61. 

II.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Cofnmisston. 

5.  It  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Arizona  Commission  to 
compel  a  water  company  to  purchase  the  system  of  another  corporation. 
Re  Arizona  Corp.  Commission    (Ariz.)   P.U.R.1919E,  566. 

6.  The  South  Dakota  Commission  is  without  authority  to  require 
telephone  companies  to  consolidate  their  properties  under  one  owner- 
ship, notwithstanding  the  reasonableness  and  desirability  thereof. 
Groton  t.  Groton-Ferney  Mut  Teleph.  Co.   (a  D.)   P.U.R.1919E,  894. 
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7.  The  Nebraska  Commisaicm  has  no  power  to  order  a  physical 
consolidation  of  the  profferties  of  two  competing  telephone  companies. 
Blacklcdge  v.  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.19I0D, 
211. 

III.  Street  and  interurban  railways. 

8.  Under  §  1775,  subsec.  3,  and  §  1863a,  of  the  Wisconsin  Statutes, 
an  urban  street  railwajr  company  has  the  power  to  acquire  the  prop- 
erty and  interurban  lines  of  a  traction  company,  the  declared  purpose 
of  organization  of  both  companies  being  to  own  and  operate  electric 
street  railways  in  a  specified  city  and  county  and  elsewhere.  Mil- 
waukee V.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  81  (S.  C.  — 
Wis.  — ,  173  N.  W.  329). 

rv.  Application  of  telegraph  statute  to  telephoties. 

9.  In  Pennsylvania  telephone  companies  are  governed  and  controlled 
by  the  laws  relevant  to  telegraph  companies,  and  therefore  cannot  con- 
solidate when  operating  competing  lines.  Cochran  ton  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Petroleum  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  738  (S.  C.  263  Pa.  506, 
107  Atl.  23). 

CONSTANT  COSTS. 

Minimum  charge  based  upon  theory  that  each  consumer  should 
bear  equal  portion  of  constant  costs  as  unfair,  see  Rates, 
211. 

CONSTITUTION. 

Order  of  Commission  upheld  by  state  courts,  requiring  restoration 

of  sidetrack  as  state  law  subject  to  review  by  Federal  Supreme 

Court  Under  laws  of  Congress  and  Federal  Constitution,  sec 

Appeal  and  Review,  29. 
Power   of    Idaho    legislature   to   authorize   writ   of    certiorari   by 

supreme  court  to  review  decisions  of  Commission,  see  C^- 

TIORABI,  1. 
Duty  of  Commissioner  under  Nebraska  Constitution,  to  give  official 

bond,  see  Commissions,  2. 
Power   of   Oklahoma   Commission   to  require   railroad   companies 

to  report  construction  costs,  see  Commissions,  44. 
C!on8titutional   power   of   Oklahoma   Commission   over   telephones, 

see  Commissions,  62,  63. 
Provisions  relative  to  Commission  as  independent  part  of  Nebraska 

Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 
Validity  of  rates  violating  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  Con< 

stitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  3. 
Statutory  power  of  municipalities  to  regulate  automobiles  as  not 

in  conflict  with  Texas  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

4. 
Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  intrastate  trans* 

poration  as  yiolative  of  Federal  Constitution,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  13. 
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Limitation  of  police  power  of  state  under  Missouri  Constitution, 
see  CowsTiTUTiONAL  Law,  48. 

Exercise  by  city  of  statutory  right  to  regulate  jitneys  not  exercise 
of  legislative  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  96. 

Long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  Constitation  not  violative 
of  Federal  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  101. 

Power  of  municipality  to  regulate  rates  under  Ohio  Constitution, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  106. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from 
creating  municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commis- 
sion of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  107. 

Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract  under  Ohio  laws, 
see  Contracts,  1. 

Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Idaho  supreme  court,  see 
Courts,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  over  bills  based  on  Federal  Con- 
stitution, see  Courts,  7. 

Interstate  rates  not  to  be  used  to  show  that  intrastate  rate  is 
violative  of  long ,  and  short  haul  of  state  Constitution,  see 
Discrimination,  65. 

Kight  of  action  for  damages  for  violation  of  long  and  short  haul 
clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  DiscRitfiNATioiry  57.      t 

Power  of  Missouri  Conunission  to  fix  intrastate  fares  of  street  rail- 
way operating  in  Missouri  and  Kansas,  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 21. 

Applicability  of  New  York  constitutional  provision  relative  to 
municipal  consent  to  street  railways,  to  interurban  Irailwaygf, 
see  Interurban  Railways,  1. 

Constitutional  definition  of  public  utilities,  see  Public  Utilities, 
47. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander  in   Chief  of  the   Army,   see  Railroads,  6. 

Order  fixing  telephone  rate  as  ''local  police  regulation''  within 
meaning  of  Ohio  Constitution,  see  Rates,  5. 

Constitutional  power  of  Arizona  Commission  to  change  rate  con- 
tract,  see  Rates,  67. 

Constitutional  provisions  relative  to  local  consent  as  affecting 
power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Rates, 
78-80. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  not  limited  by  constitutional 
provisions  giving  city  power  to  frame  charter,  see  Rates, 
80. 

Validity  of  West  Virginia  statute  authorizing  Commission  to 
fix  ferry  rates,  see  Rates,  104. 

Power  of  municipalities  under  Virginia  Constitution  and  statutes 
to  make  binding  franchise  contract  as  to  rates,  see  Rates, 
130. 
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Power  of  municipality  to  fix  interurban  railway  rates  beeause 
of  local  consent  provisions  of  C<mstitution,  see  Rates,  131. 

Proof  of  violation  of  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California 
Constitution,  see  Repabation,  2,  3. 

Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  viplation  of  long  and  short 
,     haul  dausQ  of  California  Constitution,  see  Repabation,  6. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  con- 
stituting confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  .and  state  Con- 
stitution, see  Return,  346. 

Physical  connection  of  tdephones  under  requirements  of  Oklanoma 
Conbtitution,  see  Service,  235. 

CON8TITUTIONAI.  I«AW« 

/.  In  general,  1^5. 
II,  Due  process,  C—25,. 
a.  In  general,  6^10, 
"b.  Denial  of  adequate  return,  11—16. 

c.  Requiring  performance  of  legal  duty,  16,  17. 

d.  Requiring  construction  or  operation  of  side  or  spur 

tracks,  18—22. 

e.  Requiring  physical  connection  of  telephones,  23,  2^. 
/.  Apportioning  cost  of  crossing,  25. 

III.  Equal  protection  of  the  law,  2C—28, 

IV.  Class  legislation,  29,  30. 

F.  Impairment  of  contracts,  3 1-^90 , 
a.  In  general,  31,  32. 
'  "b.  Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract 

rates,  33—80. 
1.  General  power  asserted,  33—80. 

(a)   To  change  franchise  rates,  33—45. 

(1)  In  general,  33—43. 

(2)  Effect     of     municipal     control     of 

streets,  44. 

(3)  Effect  of  laok  of  express  poiver  in 

municipality  to  fix  rates^  45. 
(h)   To  change  municipal  ordinance  or  con^ 
tract  rates,  46—57. 

(1)  In  general,  46—55. 

(2)  Contracts  in  which  city  itself  is  con- 

sumer, 56,  57. 

(c)  To  change  charter  rates,  58. 

(d)  To  change  contracts  between  utilities  and 

consumers,  59—74. 

(1)  In  general,  59-68. 

(2)  Effect  of  character  of  consideration, 

69-73. 

(3)  Effect  of  length  of  term  of  contract, 

74. 

(e)  To  change  contracts  between  utilities,  75— 

79. 
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V.  b. — continued, 

(f)   To  change  contract  heitteen  private  par^ 
ties  one  of  which  is  predecessor  of  tttUity, 
80. 
2.  Power  denied,  Sl~^6. 
€.  rower  of  Commission  to  change  contracts  as  to  serv' 
ice,  57— PO. 
Vi,  Denial  of  trial  by  Jury,  91, 
VIM.  Delegation  of  powers,  P;9— P7. 
F///.  Departments  of  government,  OS^lOO, 
MX,  Burdening  interstate  commerce,  101. 
X.  Abuse  of  taxing  power,  102,  103. 
X/j  Antimonopoly  provisions,  104, 
XII.  Special  legislation,  105. 
XIII.  Local  self-government,  100— 108, 
XIV,  Validity  of  title  of  statute,  1O0. 

/.  In  general. 

Power  of  Commiflsion  to  determine  validity  of  statute,  see  Ck>uia88iON8, 

24. 
Opinion  of  supreme  court  as  to  constitutionality  of  proposed  statute, 

see  Courts,  4. 
Who  may  attack  validity  of  statute,  see  Parties,  10. 
Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  or 

appeal,   exercise   of  authority   to   change   contract   rates   asserted 

by  supreme  court,  see  Rates,  31. 
Statutes  to  be  construed  as  valid,  see  Statutes,  1-3.  x 

Discussion  of  jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  where  conditions  imposed 
upon  a  railway  company  for  the  occupation  of  its  streets  work  a 
deprivation  of  its  property,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  236. 

Discussion  of  power  of  legislature  or  municipality  to  abridge 
exercise  of  police  power,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  551. 

Discussion  of  rule  that  state  does  not  separate  itself  from  the 
exercise  of  its  public  welfare  power,  except  by  mere  expression  of  in- 
tention to  do  so,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  641. 

Discussion  of  rate  making  as  exercise  of  police  power,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  775. 

1.  In  adopting  the  constitutional  provision  creating  the  State  Rail- 
way Commission,  it  was  made  an  independent  part  of  the  Constitution, 
and  not  as  an  amendment  to  the  executive,  legislative,  or  judicial  arti- 
cles thereof.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R,1919C,  927  (S.  C. 
—  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

2.  A  city  seeking  to  enjoin  a  Commission  from  hearing  an  appli- 
cation for  an  increase  in  street  railway  rates  cannot  attack  an  act 
extending  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  street  railways,  on 
the  theory  that  the  amendatorj-  act  does  not  contain  certain  provisions 
relative  to  the  eligibility  of  commissioners  which  appear  in  the  original 
act.  Memphis  v.  Ealoe  (Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  508  (R.  C.  —  Tenn.  — , 
214S.  W.  71). 

3.  A  rate  which  violates  the  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution cannot  be  upheld  as  reasonable.    Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  v. 
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Public  Service  Oommiseion  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  584  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
214  S.  W.  379). 

4.  The  exercise  by  a  municipality  of  ita  statutory  authority  to 
regulate  jitneys  does  not  violate  a  provision  of  a  state  Constitution, 
declaring  the  state  to  be  free  and  independent,  and  that  the  main- 
tenance of  free  institutions  and  the  perpetuity  of  the  Union  depend 
upon  the  preservation  of  the  right  of  local  self-government  unim- 
paired. Gill  V.  Dallas  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App. 
— ,  209   S.  W.   209). 

5  A  statute  requiring  that  a  railway,  when  requested  by  a  person 
owning  land  on  both  sides  of  its  road,  shall  make  and  keep  a  safe 
crossing  and  construct  adequate  cattle  guards  when  ordered  to  do  so 
by  the  Commission,  is  a  valid  constitutional  statute  and  a  proper  leg- 
islative exercise  of  police  power.  Dwyer  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
(S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919D,  448   (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  760). 

//.  Due  process, 

a.  In  general. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  statute  creating  absolute  property  right 
of  landowner  to  the  constriy^tion  by  a  railroad  company  of  a  private 
crossing  as  diie  process  of  law,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  450. 

6.  A  reasonable  Commission  order  requiring  the  rerouting  of  trains 
around  a  loop  to  serve  a  city  formerly  served  thereby  does  not  deny 
the  railroad  company  due  process  of  law.  Lusk  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72). 

7.  A  state  may  provide  that,  after  a  judicial  inquiry  into  the 
character  of  an  order  of  the  State  Railroad  Commission  fixing  rate^? 
for  intrastate  transportation,  such  order  shall  be  binding  on  the 
parties  until  changed.  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Fletcher  Paper  Co. 
(U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919A,  787  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  30,  63  L.  ed.  107,  39  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  13. 

8.  An  ordinance  forbidding  the  operaticm  of  jitneys  within  a 
specified  district  in  a  city  does  not  take  property  without  due  com- 
pensation or  without  due  process  of  law,  although  the  owners  are 
operating  imder  mimicipal  license;  since  licenses  are  revocable  at 
will.  Gill  V.  Dallas  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App. 
— ,  209  S.  W.  209). 

9.  A  provision  in  a  statute  authorizing  a  Commission  to  hold  a 
motion  for  rehearing  under  advisement  does  not  deprive  a  party  of 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  where  the  statute  also  provides 
that  during  the  pendmicy  of  the  motion  such  party  is  not  subject  to  pen- 
alties and  forfeiture  for  failure  to  obey  an  order  of  the  Commission. 
Btate  ex  rel.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v..  Public  Service  Commission 
(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  622  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  386). 

10.  A  Commission  cannot  require  a  telephone  company  to  furnish 
long-distance  service  to  the  patrons  of  a  local  company  when  such 
requirement  would  result  in  many  of  the  local  subscribers  leaving  the 
long-distance  company  and  becoming  subscribers  of  the  local  company, 
and,  in  effect,  in  the  confiscation  of  the  property  of  the  long-distance 
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company.    Blaokledge  v.  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  211. 

h.  Denial  of  adequate  return, 

11.  A  contention  that  a  Commission  order  requiring  certain  trains 
to  be  stopped  at  a  specified  station  deprives  a  railroad  company  of  its 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  by  requiring  such  trains  to  be 
operated  at  a  loss,  is  not  sustained  by  proof  that  the  earnings  of  other 
trains  are  not  sufficient  to  cover  transportation  costs.  State  ex  rel. 
Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  622   (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  386). 

12.  A  maximum  rate  statute  which  is  not  open  to  the  objection  of 
unconstitutionality  on  the  ground  of  being  confiscattiry,  when  it  is 
enacted,  may  nevertheless  become  so  by  changing  conditions  which 
render  the  prescribed  rates  inadequate  to  produce  a  fair  return;  and 
such  a  statute  cannot  be  sustained  on  the  theory  of  right  of  petition 
to  the  legislature  for  relief  against  oppression.  Municipal  Gas  Co.  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  364  (S.  0.  225  N.  Y. 
89,  121  N.  E.  772). 

13.  A  statute  permitting  a  State  Railroad  Commission  to  fix  the 
rates  for  transportation  of  logs  wholly  within  the  state  is  not  in 
violation  of  the  14th  Amendment  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  as 
precluding  an  inquiry  into  the  confiscatory  character  of  such  rates, 
where  the  carrier  has,  and  makes  use  of,  a  chance  to  have  the  validity 
of  the  rates  judicially  determined  in  an  action  against  the  Com- 
mission. Detroit  &  M.  R.  CJo.  v.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
787  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  30,  63  L.  ed.  107,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  18). 

14.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  deprived, 
either  by  the  Constitution  of  ^fassachusetts  or  that  of  the  United 
States,  from  changing  temporarily  in  abnormal  times,  rates  proposed 
by  the  receiver  of  a  railway,  although  the  proposed  rates  will  not 
produce  an  adequate  return;  but  the  Commission  may  exercise  its 
judgment  for  the  protection  of  the  public  interests  when  it  does  not 
reduce  substantially  the  revenue  proposed  to  be  exacted  from  the  public 
by  the  owners  of  the  utility.  Donham  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  880   (S.  C.  232  Mass.  309,  122  N.  E.  397). 

15.  A  municipality  which,  instead  of  requiring  a  street  railway  com- 
pany to  remove  those  of  its  lines  upon  which  the  franchises  have  ex- 
pired, elects  to  require  continued  maintenance  of  the  public  service  by 
enacting  an  ordinance  fixing  for  one  year,  unless  amended  or  repealed, 
the  maximum  fares  which  may  be  charged, — may  not,  consistently  with 
due  process  of  law,  fix  such  rates  so  low  as  to  require  operation  at  a 
loss.  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Detroit  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919A,  929  (S.  C. 
248  U.  S.  429,  63  L.  ed.  841,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  151). 

c.  Requiring  performance  of  legal  duty, 

16.  An  order  of  the  (Commission  requiring  a  railroad  to  fulfil  the 
duty  placed  upon  it  by  law  to  furnish  adequate  depots  for  public  ac- 
commodation, does  not  deprive  the  railroad  company  of  its  property 
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withoat  due  {>T{>oett.    Commercial  Club  ▼.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  ft  0.  R. 
Co.  <Minn.)  P.U.IU919D,  417  (S.  C.  —  Minn.  — ,  171  N.  W.  312).   . 

17.  An  enforced  discharge  by  a  common  carrier  of  its  duty  to  pro- 
ride  reason '\bly  adequate  facilities  for  serring  the  public 'does  not 
amount  to  a  taking  of  property  without  oompensation,  contrary  to  U. 
S.  Const.  14th  Amend.,  merely  because  it  is  attended  with  some 
expense.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Ochs  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  498  (S. 
C.  249  U.  S.  416,  63  L.  ed.  679,  39  SUp.  Ct.  Rep.  343). 

d.  Requiring  construction  or  operation  of  aide  or  spur  trades, 

18.  The  property  of  a  railway  company  is  not  taken  for  public  use 
without  compensation,  contrary  to  U.  S.  Const.  14th  Amend.,  by  an 
order  of  a  state  commission,  made  conformably  to  Minn.  Gen.  Stat. 
1913,  §§  4231,  4284,  after  due  notice  ^d  full  hearing,  requiring  the 
company,  to  make  the  rearrangement  and  extension  of  a  sidetrack  lead- 
ing to  an  adjacent  manufilcturing  plant,  made  necessary  by  the  growth 
of  the  plant  and  its  increased  shipments,  and  apportioning  the  cost 
between  the  railway  company  and  the  owner  of  the  i^lant.  Chicago  & 
N.  W.  R.  Co.  V.  Ochs  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  498  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  416,  63 
L.  ed.  679,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  343).       . 

19.  An  order  of  a  state  Public  Utilities  Commission,  made  after 
notice  and  heairing,  and  upheld  by  the  highest  court  of  the  state,  re- 
quiring' a  railway  company  to  restore  a  sidetrack  v/hich,  before  its 
removal,  had  served  a  grain  elevator  and  coal  yard,  does  not  deny  due 
process  of  law,  either  as  taking  its  property  for  private  use  or  for 
public  use  without  compensation,  where,  under  the  laws  of  the  state, 
such  a  sidetrack  was  open  to  use  by  the  public  and  subject  to  public 
control  like  other  parts  of  the  company's  road,  and  the  statute  under 
which  its  restoration  was  ordered  contains  express  provisions  whereby 
it  will  retain  its  public  character  and  be  open  to  use  by  other  shippers 
as  well  as  by  the  elevator  owner.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.  State  Public 
Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Cameron  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,.  459  (S.  C. 
249  U.  S.  422,  63  L.  ed.  684,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  345). 

20.  An  order  of  a  Railroad  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  com- 
pany to  extend  a  sidetrack  partly  at  its  expense  from  the  main  line  to 
a  manufacturing  plant  or  industry  does  not  violate  the  due  process  of 
law  requirement  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Winner  Mill. 
Co.  V.  Chic^o  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (S.  \>.)   P.U.R.1919E,  885. 

21.  Empowering  a  state  Commission  to  apportion  between  plant 
owner  and  railway  company  the  cost  of  the  rearrangement  and  ex- 
tension of  a  sidetrack  leading  to  an  adjacent  manufacturing  plant, 
made  necessary  by  the  growth  of  such  plant  and  its  increased  ship- 
ments, as  is  done  by  Minn.  Gen.  Stat.  1913,  §§  4231,  4284,  does  not 
take  private  property  for  private  use,  contrary  to  U.  8.  Const.  14th 
Amend.,  where,  under  the  local  law,  such  a  sidetrack  is  not  merely 
a  private  siding,  but  is  additional  trackage  for  public  use,  constituting 
an  integral  part  of  the  railway  system.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Ochs 
(U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919I),  498  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  416,  63  L.  ed.  679,  39  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  343). 
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22.  An  order  requiring  the  operation  of  a  spur  tra«k  is  not  neoes- 
sarilj  unconstitutional  because  it  may  result  in  some  financial  -loss. 
State  ex  rel.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919F,  575  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  214  S.  W.  381). 

e.  Bequiring  physical  connection  of  telephones, 

23.  An  order  requiring  physical  connection  between  telephone  lines 
and  providing  for  appropriate  compensation  therefor  does  not  constitute 
the  taking  of  property  in  the  constitutional  sense.  Southwestern  Teleg. 
&  Teleph.  Co.  v.  State  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  56  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  — ,  207 
S.  W.  308). 

24.  An  order  requiring  the  physical  connection  of  telephone  exchanges 
and  telephone  lines  in  order  to  facilitate  the  transmission  and  inter* 
communication  of  messages,  and  thereby  make  reasonable  and  efficient 
service  possible,  and  advance  the  public  interests  for  which  public 
service  franchises  are  granted,  is  not  the  taking  of  property  without 
due  process  of  law.  Groton  v.  Groton-Femey  Mut.  Teleg.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  894. 

/.  Apportioning  cost  of  crossing, . 

25.  A  railway  company  whose  road  was  constructed  at  a  time  when 
the  state  law  imposed  the  entire  cost  of  the  construction  of  a  crossing 
of  two  railways  at  grade,  including  installing  and  maintenance  of  in- 
terlocking devices,  upon  the  junior  company,  is  not  deprived  of  its 
property  without  due  process  of  law  by  construing  as  applicable  to  it  a 
subsequent  statute  under  which  expense  of  a  grade  crossing  by  a  junior 
company  is  to  be  divided  equally  between  the  two  railway  companies. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Puget  Sound  &  W.  H.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
728  (S.  C.  250  U.  S.  332,  63  L.  ed.  1013,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  474. 

Ill,  Equal  protection  of  the  law, 

26.  A  reasonable  Commission  order  requiring  the  rerouting  of  pas- 
senger trains  around  a  loop  to  serve  a  city  formerly  served  thereby 
does  not  deny  the  railroad  company  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws. 
Lusk  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  — 
Mo.—,  210  S.  W.  72). 

27.  Section  134,  Rev.  Stat.  1913,  construed  to  apply  to  all  public 
stockyards  in  the  state,  and,  as  thus  construed,  held  not  to  deny  to 
appellant  the  equal  protection  of  the  law  under  the  14th  Amendment. 
Re  Union  Stockyards  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  941  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — , 
170  N.  W.  908). 

28.  Carriers  are  not  unconstitutionally  descriminated  against  by  a 
freight  tariff  prescribed  by  a  state  commission  which  gives  the  benefit 
of  low  rough-material  rates  on  lumber  only  where  the  shipper  trans- 
ports over  the  same  line  that  brought  in  the  rough  material  a  certain 
percentage  of  the  manufactured  product.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St. 
Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R,1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  S. 
134,  63  L.  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 
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IV.  Class  leifislaiion. 

29.  A  city  cannot  attack  an  act  reflating  railroads  and  other 
utilities  on  the  ground  that  the  statute,  by  imposing  special  require- 
ments on  utilities  other  than  railroads,  creates  an  arbitrary  and  illegal 
classification.  Memphis  v.  Enloe  (Tenn.)  P.U.R.19WF,  508  (S.  C.  — 
Tenn.  — ,  214  S.  W.  71). 

30.  Statutes  regulating  railroads  and  other  utilities,  which  impose 
special  duties  on  utilities  other  than  railroads,  do  not  create  an 
arbitrary  and  illegal  classification  against  them.  Memphis  v.  Enloe 
(Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  508  (S.  0.  ^  Tenn.  — ,  214  S.  W.  71). 

F.  Impairment  of  c<mtraets, 

a.  In  general. 

Controversy  between  municipality  and  Commission  a«  to  right  to  regulate 
rates  fixed    in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal 
'  AND  Review,  32. 
Statutory  power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Rates,  63- 

88.  ^ 

Annotation  on  power  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  622;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  139;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  177. 

Power   of  Commission   to   increase   utility   rates,  notwithstanding 
franchise  agreement,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  604. 

Rule  as  to  power  of  Utah  Commission  to  increase  rates,  notwith- 
standing previous  contract,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  349. 

Discussion    of    right    of   Commission   to    abrogate    rate    contracts, 
P.U.R.1919A,  p.  75. 

Discussion  of  power  of  municipality  to  impose  rate  condition  to 
occupancy  of  streets  by  a  railway  company,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  651. 

Discussion  of  right  of  municipality  and  street  railway  company 
to  make  rate  contracts  in  absence  of  exercise  by  a  state  of  its  police  - 
power  with  reference  thereto,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  553. 

31.  A  franchise  right  of  a  street  railway  company  to  charge  a  5-cent 
fare  without  transfers  is  impaired  by  a  provision  of  a  subsequent 
municipal  ordinance  requiring  transportation  for  5  cents  without  any- 
charge  for  transfers  so  far  as  it  applies  to  a  trip  begun  on  a  non- 
franchise  line  and  extending  over  a  franchise  line.  Detroit  United  R. 
Co.  v.  Detroit  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919A,  929  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  429,  63  L.  ed. 
341,  39  Sup,  Ct.  Rep.  161). 

32.  A  contract  of  a  public  service  corporation  that  conflicts  with 
public  duties  imposed  upon  it  by  law  is  not  within  the  protection  of 
the  constitutional  provision  inhibiting  impairment  of  the  obligations 
of  contracts.  Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co, 
(W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895   (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S,  E.  207). 
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6.  Bower  of  Commission  to  change  franoMse  or  contract  rates, 
1.  General  power  asserted, 
(a)   To  change  franchise  rates* 

(1)   In  general. 

33.  A  Commission  lias  power  to  fix  reasonable  rates  although  other 
rates  have  been  fixed  in  a  municipal  franchise.  Chamber  of  Cdmmerce 
V.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (IIL)  P.U.R.1919A,  679;  Re  Spring  Valley 
Utilities  Co.  (HL)  P.U.R.1919C,  839;. Re  Quincy  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  390;  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  83G;  Kansas  City  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  422  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
210  S.  W.  381) ;  Re  United  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R,1919F,  264;  Re  Joplin 
&  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.191J9F,  171;  Sag  Harbor  v.  Long  Island  Gas 
Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  163;  Warren  v.  Warren  Street  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  619;  Newcastle  v.  Mahoning  &  S.  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  .783;;  Allied;  Printing  Trades  Council -v.  Scranton  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  133;  Spencer  v.  Waver ly,  S.  &  A.  Traction  Co. 
(Pa.)  P,U.R4919E,  559;  Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  493; 
Tamaqua  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
712. 

.  34,  The  cpn3en,t  of  a  J^ew  Jersey  municipality  to  the  construction  of 
a  sewerage  system  by  a  public  utility  company,  specifying  maximum 
rates,  is  not  even  the  conditional  grant  of  a  franchise,  where  the  legis- 
lature itself  has  granted  the  right  to  construct  the  system,  and  has 
merely  suspended  it  until  the  consent  of  the  municipality  has  been 
obtained;  and  therefore  such  consent  does  not  interfere  with  the  rate- 
making  power  of  the  Commission.  Collingswood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  Col- 
lingswood  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  585  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  — ,  105  Atl.  209). 

35.  Under  §  122  of  the  Indiana  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  the 
Commission  has  authority  over  the  rates  of  all  public  utilities,  irrespec- 
tive of  whether  they  are  operating  under  franchises  fixing  rates.  Re 
Nortliern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919F,  567. 

36.  The  state  of  New  York  has  the  power  to  regulate  the  price  of 
gas,  notwithstanding  a  provision  in  the  company's  franchise  fixing 
rates  as  a  condition  of  the  grant  of  the  right  to  occupy  the  streets; 
since  this  is  not  a  contract  beyond  the  inherent  police  power  of  the 
legislature  to  modify.  People  ex  rel.  South  Glens  Falls  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  374  (S.  G.  225  N.  Y.  216,  121  N.  E. 
777). 

37.  The  mere  existence  of  a  maximum  gas  rate  provision  franchise 
will  not  prevent  a  New  York  Commission  from  changing  such  rates  in 
a  proper  case.  Granville  v.  Granville  Electric  &  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1910C,  540. 

38.  In  Pennsylvania  a  public  utility  company  can  file  a  rate  schedule 
in  conflict  with  ordinance  terms.  Beaver  v.  Beaver  County  Light  Co. 
(Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  894. 

39.  The  Federal  Constitution  does  not  prevent  the  Pennsylvania 
Commission   from  fixing  rates  for   service  hitherto  rendered  without 
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enlarge  to  a  municipality  under  the  terms  of  a  fraochiae  ordinance. 
East  Pittsburgh  v.  Pennsylvania  Water  Co.    (Pa).  P.U.R.1919F,  631. 

40.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  can  increase  franchise  rates, 
but  does  not  do  so  unless  a  continuance  of  such  rates  would  result  in  a 
serious  injury  to  the  utility  or  in  luijust  discrimination.  Ee  West 
Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  95. 

41.  The  Oregon  Commission  may  increase  street  railway  fares  be- 
yond the  amount  fixed  by  city  ordinance,  without  impairing  the  con- 
tract or  depriving  the  city  of  property  without  due  process;  since  the 
city  in  making  the  contract  acts  as  agent  of  the  state,  and  the  state 
by  the  action  of  the  Commission  consents  to  this  change  in  the  agree- 
ment. Portland  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.)  P.U.I1.1919A,  127 
(S.  C.  89  Or.  325,  173  Pac  1178). 

42.  Rates  established  by  fraiicliise  or  other  contract,  lawful  when 
made,  are  subject  to  subsequent  regulation  under  police  power  of  the 
state,  altliougli  during  the  period  when  the  contract  or  franchise  was 
made,  the  state  neither  claimed  nor  attempted  to  exercise  such  power, 
provided  such  rates  are  not  protected  by  special  constitutional  provision 
nor  entered  into  under  special  legislative  authority,  culpable  of  no  rea- 
sonable construction  except  that  it  was  clearly  the  intent  of  the  state 
absolutely  to  deprive  itself  of  the  power  to  the  extent  involved  in  the 
contract.    Re  Lincoln  W'ater  Co.  (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  762. 

43.  While  a  municipality  may,  if  clothed  with  appropriate  authority, 
vest  'in  a  public  utility  or  other  corporation  certain  inviolable  rights 
growing  out  of  contracts,  the  benefits  which  the  city  receives  for  itself 
are  held  subject  to  the  will  of  the  state.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.LM1.1919B,  752. 

(2)  Effect  of  municipal  control  of  streets* 

44.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  to  increase  franchise  rates 
in  a  proper  case,  notwithstanding  such  rates  were  imposed  and  ac- 
cepted as  a  condition  to  thie  occijpancy  of  the  streets  by  a  railway  com- 
pany under  a  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  the  construction  of 
railways  in  cities  without  the  consent  of  the  municipal  authorities.  St. 
Louis  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  10  (S.  C.  —  Mo. 
— ,  207  S.  W.  799). 

(3)   Effect  of  lacU  of  express  power  in  municipality  to  fix  rateti. 

45.  The  Tennessee  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  increase  the  rates 
of  a  street  railway  in  a  proper  case,  notwithstanding  a  rate  provision  in 
the  company's  franchise  ordinance,  the  state  not  having  delegated  its 
ratc-mnking  power  to  the  city.    Re  Tutwiler  (Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  312. 

(b)   To  change  municipal  ordinance  or  contract  rates, 
(1)  In  general, 

40.  The  Kansas  Commission  has  power  to  increase  the  rates  of  a 
street  railway  company,  notwithstanding  a  limitation  in  a  valid  con« 
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tract  between  a  municipality  and  the  railway.    Re  Kansas  City  R.  Co. 
(Kan.)   P.U.R.1919E,  132. 

47.  The  Maine  Commission  has  authority  to  increase  utility  rates 
in  a  proper  case,  notwithstanding  the  terms  of  a  contract  between  a 
utility  and  a  town  to  the  contrary.  Lincoln  County  Power  Co.  v.  Itself 
(Me.)   P.U.R.1919C,  8e2. 

48.  The  Missouri  Commission  can  change  utility  rates,  although  fixed 
by  municipal  contract;  since  the  regulation  of  rates  by  the  state  through 
the  Commission  is  the  exercise  of  its  police  power,  which,  under  the 
Missouri  Constitution,  cannot  be  abridged  even  by  the  legislature  itself. 
State  ex  rel.  Sedalia  v.  Public  Service  Commisition  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
507  (S.  C.  276  Mo.  201,  204  S.  W.  497). 

49.  Rates  fixed  by  municipal  ordinance  may  be  increased  in  a  proper 
case  by  the  New  Jersey  Commission  without  the  consent  of  the  mu- 
nicipal authorities.  O'Brien  v.  Board  of  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  866  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  106  Atl.  132). 

60.  Where  a  city  enters  into  a  contract  with  a  light  and  power  com- 
pany, by  the  terms  of  which  the  city  sells  its  municipal  light  plant  to 
the  company,  and  as  part  of  the  consideration  the  company  agrees  to 
furnish  electric  current  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  at  rates  men- 
tioned in  the  contract  for  a  fixed  period,  the  Ck)rporation  Commission, 
under  chapter  93,  Sess.  Laws  1913,  has  jurisdiction  to  make  an  order 
authorizing  a  change  in  the  schedule  of  rates.  Durant  v.  Consumers* 
Light  &  P.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  46  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  —,  177  Pac. 
361). 

61.  A  rate  contract  between  a  public  utility  and  a  municipality  acting 
within  its  express  authority,  entered  into  prior  to  the  enactment  of 
the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law,  does  not  preclude  the 
Commission  from  inquiring  into  the  reasonableness  of  the  company^s 
rates.    New  Castle  v.  New  Castle  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  77:>. 

62.  Ordinance  rates  do  not  preclude  the  Pennsylvania  Commit^sion 
from  inquiring  into  and  determining  the  reasonableness  of  different 
rates  proposed  by  the  utility.  Meadville  v.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania 
R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  637. 

63.  A  municipal  ordinance  providing  for  the  rates  of  fare  to 
be  charged  by  a  street  railway  company  does  not  prevent  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Commission  from  inquiring  into  and  fixing  what  is  a  reasonable 
rate.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  West  Chester  Street  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  130. 

64.  A  statute  authorizing  a  commission  to  fix  the  rates  of  public 
utilities  does  not  impair  the  obligations  of  an  ordinance  contract, 
limiting  street  railway  fares  to  6  cents.  Memphis  v.  Enloe  (Tenn.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  608  (S.  C.  —  Tenn.  — ,  214  S.  W.  71). 

66.  An  agreement  between  a  city  and  a  railway  company  with  ref- 
erence to  rates  of  fare  required  by  its  own  terms  to  be  ratified  by  the 
legislature,  is  a  maximum  legislative  rate,  and  therefore  one  which 
may  be  changed  by  a  Commission  authorized  to  regulate  utility  rates, 
especially  where  the  power  to  regulate  was  especially  reserved  to  the 
legislature.  International  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  390  (S.  C.  106  Misc.  293,  174  N.  Y.  Supp.  403). 
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(2)  Contt*act8  in  which  city  itaelf  is  ctntsumer* 

66.  The  power  of  the  state,  through  a  Public  Service  Commission, 
to  waive  the  provisions  of  a  municipal  contract  for  fire  hydrant  service 
at  ^»ecified  rates,  cannot  be  denied  on  the  theory  that  the  rights  under 
such  contract  are  held  by  the  city  purely  in  its  proprietary  capacity. 
Salem  v.  Salem  Water,  Light  A  P.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  956  (S.  C. 
166  C.  C.  A.  465,  255  Fed.  295). 

57.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  to  change  the  charges 
of  a  water  company  for  rental  of  fire  hydrants,  notwithstanding  an 
existing  contract  between  the  city  and  the  water  company  with  respect 
thereto.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
833. 

(c)   To  change  charter  rates, 

58.  The  state  through  an  agent,  like  a  public  utility  eommissioli, 
may  change  a  maximum  utility  rate  fixed  by  a  statute  or  charter,  if 
the  rights  of  the  people  are  not  thereby  injuriously  affected,  notwith- 
standing such  statute  or  charter  is  a  valid  contract ;  since  this  is  merely 
a  change  of  the  contract  with  the  consent  of  the  parties.  Robertson  v. 
Wilmington  &  P.  Traction  Co.  (DeL)  P.U.R.1919B,  129  (S.  C.  —  Del. 
— ,  104  Atl.  839). 

(ft)   To  cfiange  contracts  between  utilities  and  consumers. 

(1)   In  general, 

59.  Private  contract  rights  must  yield  to  the  public  welfare  where 
the  latter  is  appropriately  declared  and  defined  and  the  two  conflict. 
Union  Dry  Goods  Co.  v.  Georgia  Pub.  Service  Corp.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  60  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  372,  63  L.  ed.  309,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  88  Sup.  Ot. 
Rep.  117). 

60.  The  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  utility  are  not  determined  by  a 
am  tract  existing  between  the  utility  and  a  patron.  Re  Waylaad- 
Steuben  Power  Co.   (N.  YJ  P.U.R.1919E,  162. 

61.  No  contract  affecting  the  relationship  between  utilities  and 
their  patrons,  and  affecting  the  public,  can  prevent  appropriate  regu- 
lation by  the  California  Commission.  'Re  Citizens  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  623. 

62.  The  Missouri  Comniisaion  has  jurisdiction  to  fix  reasonable  util- 
ity rates  regardless  of  existing  contracts.  Re  Salem  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  882. 

63.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  regulate  the 
rates  of  a  public  utility,  notwithstanding  previous  rate  contracts,  since 
such  contracts  are  made  subject  to  the  exercise  of  the  potential  power 
of  the  legislature  to  deal  with  the  question  either  by  the  creation  of  a 
Commission  or  otherwise.  Re  Appalachian  Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  286. 

64.  The  filing  of  a  new  rate  schedule  with  the  Ohio  Commission 
supersedes  a  rate  contract  between  a  public  utility  company  and  a 
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consumer,  entered  into  After  the  passage  of  the  Public  Utility  Act. 
Hocking  Glass  Co.  v.  Ohio  Light  A  P.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  496 
(S.  C.  —  Ohio  App.  — ). 

65.  Rates  fixed  by  contract  entered  into  subsequent  to  the  eniict-' 
ment  of  the  Indiana  Utility  Commission  Law  are  subject  to  modiJflca- 
tion  by  the  Indiana  Commission.  Re  Interstate  Public  Service  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  686. 

66.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  exclusive  power  to  determine  and 
apportion  the  expense  of  the  installation  or  removal  of  highway  cross- 
ings over  railroads,  notwithstanding  contract  provisions  with  reference 
thereto.     Re  Joplin  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  842. 

67.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  power  to  establish  a  rate  for  util- 
ity service,  notwithstanding  a  contract  between  the  utility  and  a  patron, 
although  the  contract  was  one  of  the  circumstances  leading  to  the 
establishment  of  the  consumer's  business.  Re  Orleans  Electric  Light  & 
P.  Co.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  979. 

68.  Reasonable  rates  for  electric  light  and  power  prescribed  by  a 
state  in  the  exercise  of  its  police  power,  through  the  instrumentality 
of  a  Railroad  Commission,  are  not  repugnant  to  the  contract  or  due 
process  of  law  clauses  of  the  Federal  Constitution  merely  because,  if 
given  effect,  they  will  supersede  the  rates  designated  in  a  private  con- 
tract between  the  electric  light  company  and  a  customer,  entered  into 
prior  to  the  making  of  the  order  by  the  Commission.  Union  Dry  Goods 
Co.  V.  Georgia  Pub.  Service  Corp.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  60  (s]  C.  248 
U.  S.  372,  63  L.  ed.  309,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  117). 

(2)  Effect  of  character  of  consideration, 

69.  Contracts  for  service  at  reduced  rates,  entered  into  in  con- 
sideration of  cash  payments,  are  not  binding  iy)on  the  California  Com- 
mission so  as  to  prevent  it  frpm  establishing  reasonable  rates.  lie 
Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

70.  Contracts  for  water  at  reduced  rates  entered  into  betweqn  a 
wat<^r  utility  and  certain  of  its  consumers,  in  consideration  of  wprk 
performed  by  the  consumers  for  the  utility,  are  no  different  than  a 
contract  for  which  an  equal  consideration  was  paid  in  cash,  and  are 
not  binding  in  the  face  of  a  different  rate  established  by  the  Com- 
mission.   Re  Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

71.  Contracts  for  free  service  entered  into  between  a  public  utility 
and  certain  irrigationists,  whereby  the  latter  transferred  to  the  utility 
rights  to  a  specified  amount  of  water  and  received  in  return  an  equal 
or  lesser  amount  through  the  utility's  ditches  free  of  charge,  are  leji^al 
and  binding  on  public  authorities  in  a  rate-fixing  inquiry.  Re  Fresno 
Canal  &  Land  Corp.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

72.  Contracts  for  free  service  entered  into  between  a  canal  com- 
pany and  certain  irrigationists  are  not  binding  upon  public  authorities 
in  a  rate-fixing  inquiry,  where  there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  the 
consideration  involved  the  relinquishment  of  water  rights,  but  only 
the  transfer  of  shares  of  stock  in  a  company  owning  a  ditch  which  was 
transferred  to  the  canal  company.  Re  Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 
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73.  The  rates  of  a  railroad  company  may  be  increased  in  a  proper 
case,  notwithstanding  a  rate  contract  between  the  carrier  and  property 
owners  along  its  right  of  way,  in  consideration  of  a  bonus.  Britten- 
bedcer  &  P.  Sugar  Co.  v.  Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1919B, 
681. 

(3)  Effect  of  length  of  term  of  contract, 

74.  A  rate  higher  than  that  fixed  by  contract  with  a  public  utility 
eompany  cannot  be  enjoined  in  Pennsylvania  where  the  higher  rate 
has  been  authorized  by  the  Public  Service  Commission,  since  such 
contracts  are  always  made  subject  to  alteration  under  the  police  power; 
and  it  is  immaterial  whctlier  the  contract  is  for  an  indeterminate  or 
a  determinate  period.  Lei  per  v.  Baltimore  &  P.  iEL  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJl. 
1919C,  397   (S.  C.  262  Pa.  328,  105  Atl.  661). 

(e)   To  change  contracts  hetiveen  utilities. 

75.  Tlie  Illinois  Commission  has  power  in  a  proper  case  to  chan«»e 
the  rates  for  electric  current  sold  and  .delivered  by  one  company  to 
another  although  such  rates  were  fixed  by  contract.  Re  East  St.  I^uis 
Light  &  P.  Co,  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  379. 

76.  An  inquiry  either  as  to  the  nature  of  the  consideration  for  a 
rate  contract  or  as  to  its  breach  is  immaterial  on  the  question  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Commission's  jurisdiction  to  determine  just  and  reason-* 
able  rates,  the  only  materiality  of  the  contract  itself  being  the  evi- 
dence it  furnishes  of  the  value  of  the  service.  Slate  Belt  Electric  Street 
R.  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  984. 

77.  The  California  Railroad  Commission  has  the  power  to  establish 
a  rate  to  be  charged  by  a  water  company  for  service  rendered  to  a  rail- 
road, notwithstanding  the  existence  of  a  contract  whereby,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  grant  of  a  right  of  way  to  the  water  company,  the  latter 
was  to  render  service  to  the  railroad  free  of  charge.  Re  Spring  Valley 
Water  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  366. 

78.  A  discriminatory  contract  for  water  service  in  favor  of  a  rail- 
road company  is  not  binding  as  against  a  finding  of  the  Missouri 
Commission  as  to  reasonable  rates  for  such  service;  and  it  is  im- 
material, in  this  respect,  that  the  railroad  is  being  operated  by  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads  on  behalf  of  the  United  States.  Re  Saline 
Water  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  761. 

79.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  determine  the 
reasonableness  of  the  charges  made  by  a  toll  bridge  company  to  a 
street  railway  company  for  the  operation  of  cars  over  the  bridge, 
notwithstanding  an  unexpired  contract  between  the  two  companies  with 
reference  thereto.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.  v.  New  Street  Bridge  Co. 
(Fa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  696. 

(f)   To  cJiange  contract  "between  private  parties  one  of  which  is 
predecessor  of  utility, 

80.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  held  that  it  had  power  to  increase 
rates   for   sewer   service,   notwithstanding  the  ^stence  of  contracts 
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for  free  service,  although  it  appeared  that  such  contracts  were  con- 
tained in  deeds  from  a  private  land  company  which  had  constructed 
the  sewer,  and  had  subsequently  sold  it  to  a  public  utility.  Wayne 
Title  &  Trust  Co.  v.  Wayne  Sewerage  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  404. 

2.  Bower  denied, 

81.  Where  an  ordinance  is  passed  by  a  municipal  corporation  grant- 
ing to  a  gas  company  the  right  for  the  term  of  twenty-five  years  to 
furnish  natural  gas  for  heating,  lighting,  and  power  purposes,  through 
its  mains  and  appliances  in  the  streets  and  public  places,  on  terms 
and  conditions  contained  in  the  ordinance,  which  include  a  provision 
that  the  grant  is  subject  to  the  right  of  the  city  to  regulate  the  price 
of  natural  gas  from  time  to  time  as  provided  by  law,  the  acceptance 
of  the  ordinance  by  the  company  constitutes  a  valid  contract,  and  the 
rights  of  the  parties  are  to  be  determined  by  the  contract  itself. 
Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  119 
(S.  C.  98  Ohio  St  320,  3  A.L.R.  705,  121  N.  E.  688). 

82.  A  state  cannot,  by  nvithdrawing  from  municipal  corporations  the 
power  to  fix  utility  rates  by  a  franchise  contract,  impair  the  obligationf* 
of  contracts  made  by  municipalities  before  such  power  was  taken  away. 
Virginia- Western  Power  Co.  v.  Cora,  ex  rel.  Clifton  Forge  (Va.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  766  (S.  C.  — .Va.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  99  S.  E.  723). 

83.  The  right  of  the  legislature  to  authorize  a  municipality  to  make 
a  binding  franchise  contract,  expressly  permitted  by  §  125  of  the  Vir- 
ginia Constitution,  is  not  affected  by  §  164  of  the  Constitution,  declar- 
ing that  the  right  of  r^^lation  and  control  of  common  carriers  of 
public  service  corporation  shall  never  be  surrendered'  or  abridged. 
Virginia- Western  Power  Co.  v.  Com.  ex  rel.  Clifton  Forge  (Va.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  766  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  —  A.L.R,  — ,  99  S.  E.  723). 

84.  When  the  terms  of  a  valid  ordinance  granting  a  franchise  to  a 
street  or  interurban  railway  company  are  accepted  by  the  grantee,  such 
action  constitutes  a  contract  between  the  parties.  As  long  as  tlie  com- 
pany retains  its  franchise  and  operates  its  road  thereunder,  its  terms 
must  control.  Interurban  R.  &  Terminal  Co.  v.  Cincinnati,  93  Ohio 
St.  108, 112  N.  E.  186,  approved  and  followed.  Interurban  R.  &  Terminal 
Co.  V.  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.IC.1919B,  212  (S.  C.  98  Ohio 
St.  287,  3  A.L.R.  696,  120  N.  E.  831). 

85.  Tlie  state  cannot  be  deprived  of  its  right  to  the  proper  exercise 
of  the  police  power,  and  none  of  its  subdivisions  can  bind  itself  by 
contracts  which  are  or  which  may  become  deleterious  to  the  peace, 
order,  health,  or  morals  of  the  people.  Interurban  R.  k  Terminal  Co. 
V.  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919B,  212  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St. 
287,  3  A.L.R.  696,  120  N.  E.  831). 

86.  A  contract  concerning  proprietary  rights,  and  harmless  in  itself, 
made  by  a  municipality  in  the  exercise  of  power  clearly  conferred,  is 
protected  by  the  Constitution,  and  the  police  power  cannot  be  invoked 
to  abrogate  or  impair  it.  Interurban  R.  k  Terminal  Co.  v.  Public  Utili- 
ties Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919B,  212  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  287,  3  A.L.R. 
69«,  120  N.  £.831). 
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c.  JPoivev  of  CotmniHsion  to  change  eontvacts  ob  to  service. 

87.  The  power  of  the  West  Virginia  Public  Service  Gommission 
to  require  natural-ga8  producing  companies  to  furnish  a  reasonably 
adequate  supply  to  consumers  is  not  affected  by  contracts  which  they 
have  entered  into  with  other  consumers  or  distributing  companies.  Mor* 
gantown  v.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.  {\\\  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  252. 

88.  The  power  of  the  Nebraska  Commissiort  with  reference  to  re- 
quiring long-distance  connection  between  two  telephone  companies  is 
not  in  any  way  limited  by  a  contract  made  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  statute  giving  the  Commission  po^er  over  common  carriers,  and  in 
so  far  as  the  contract  may  be  at  variance  with  the  needs  of  the  service 
as  determined  by  the  Commission  it  may  be  disregarded.  Blackledge 
V.  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919D,  211. 

89.  The  power  of  the  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  to 
authorize  the  abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  is  not  affected 
by  the  conditions  in  a  franchise  with  reference  to  the  maintenance  of 
routes,  consented  to  by  a  city  priinr  to  the  adoption  of  a  constitu- 
tional provision  requiring  the  consent  of  the  local  authorities  to  the 
construction  and  operation  of  railroads  in  public  streets  even  assuming 
that  the  action  of  the  city  created  any  contractual  rights;  since 
such  rights  were  created  subject  to  modification  by  the  legislature, 
and  since  the  city  acted  as  the  agent  of  the  state.  Re  Belt  Line  R,  Corp. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  56. 

90.  The  Michigan  Railroad  Commission  Act  (Pub.  Laws  1909,  No. 
300)  cannot  be  held  unconstitutional  on  the  theory  that  its  provisions 
with  reference  to  the  regulation  of  service,  including  physical  con- 
nection of  telephone  lines,  may  impair  private  contracts.  Oceana  Farm- 
ers' Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  United  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
40  (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  553). 

VI,  Denial  of  trial  hy  jury, 

91.  Chapter  5616,  Laws  of  Florida  1007,  which  authorises  the  Rail 
road  Commissioners  by  their  special  counsel  ii\  the  name  of  the  state 
to  commence  a  suit  in  chancery  against  any  railroad  company  to  com- 
pel an  accounting  for  and  refunding  of  any  money  exacted  from  the 
patrons  of  the  road  by  the  company  in  violation  of  a  rule  or  rate  pre- 
scribed by  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  is  not  invalid  as  being  Jn 
conflict  with  §  3  of  the  Bill  of  Rights  of  the  Constitution  of  the  state, 
securing  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  nor  does  it  violate  §  11  of  article 
5  of  the  Constitution,  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  circuit  courts. 
Florida  Eaat  Coast  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Comrs.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
476  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  82  So.  136). 

VII,  Delegation  of  poirerm. 

Annotation  on  delegation  of  power,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  141. 

Discussion  of  power  of  legislature  to  del^ate  regulation  of  utility 
to  Commission,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  546. 

Discussion  of  right  of  state  to  delegate  rate-making  power  to  Com- 
mission, P.U.R.1919C,  p.  511. 
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Discussion  of  power  of  Commission  to  determine  dangerous  char- 
acter of  grade  crossing  as  delegation  of  legislative  authority,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  176. 

92.  A  state  may  delegate  the  exercise  of  the  r.ate-making  power  to  a 
municipality  in  such  a  manner  that  the  latter  may  establish  regula- 
tions beyond  the  power  of  the  state's  control,  provided  it  appears  that 
this  was  clearly  intended  and  there  is  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the 
legislature  positively  and  intentionally  made  the  municipality  its  ir- 
revocable agent  in  the  exercise  of  this  function.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co. 
(Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

93.  The  legislative  power  to  fix  public  utility  rates  vested  in  the 
Delaware  General  Assembly  may  be  delegated  to  an  agency  of  the  state 
like  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  for  tlie  city  of  Wilming- 
ton. Robertson  v.  Wilmington  &  P.  Traction  Co.  (Del.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
129   (S.  C.  —  Del.  — ,  104  Atl.  839). 

94.  The  Colorado  Public  Utilities  Act,  which  confers  exclusive  juris- 
diction upon  the  Commission  over  the  operation,  abandonment,  and  dis- 
mantling q{  railroads  within  the  state,  cannot  be  held  invalid  on  the 
theory  that  it  confers  judicial  power  upon  the  Commission.  People  ex 
rel.  Hubbard  v.  Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  542  (S. 
C.  —  Colo.  — ,  178  Pac.  6. 

95.  The  legislature  may  delegate  to  the  State  Railway  Commission 
power  to  fix  and  regulate  charges  at  public  stockyards.  Re  Union 
Stockyards  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  941  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  —,-170  N.  W. 
908). 

96.  The  exercise  by  a  city  of  its  statutory  right  to  regulate  jitneys 
is  not  an  attempted  exorcise  of  the  lej^islative  power  in  violation  of 
the  Texas  Constitution;  since  such  power  may  be  delegated.  Gill  v. 
Dallas  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  209  S.  W. 
209). 

97.  The  statutee  creating  tlie  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio 
(103  Ohio  Laws,  p.  804),  and  conferring  authority  upon  it  to  regulate 
public  utilities  and  to  fix  the  rate  that  such  utilities  may  charge  for 
commodity  furnished  ox  service  rendered  to  municipalities  and  cjtizms 
of  this  state,  are  a  valid  and  constitutional  exercise  of  the  police  power 
oy  the  general  assembly  of  Ohio.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Cleveland 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  186  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  358,  121  N.  E.  701). 

VMII.  Depavtmcnta  of  government. 

Statement  of  rule  that  the  fixing  of  rates  is  a  legislative  function 
of  the  state,  P.U.R.-1919D,  p.  963. 

98.  The  Missouri  Commission's  power  to  fix  rates,  expressly  con- 
ferred by  statute,  cannot  be  defeated  on  the  theory  that  the  question 
whether  a  rate  is  excessive,  is  judicial.  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  584  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
214  S.  W.  879). 

99.  The  Minnesota  statute  is  not  unconstitutional  as  conferring 
judicial  powers  upon  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission.  The 
powers  conferred  are  administrative  and  legislative  in  character.    The 
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reasonableness  of  its  orders  is  «  judieial  question  reviewable  on  an  ap- 
peal to  the  district  court  for  which  the  statute  provides.  State  ex  rel. 
Hilton  V.  Four  Lakes  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919B,  247  (S.  C. 
141  Minn.  124,  169  N.  W.  480). 

100.  The  senate  and  general  assembly,  in  whom  by  the  Constitution 
the  legislative  power  is  vested,  must  necessarily,  as  the  representative 
of  all  the  people  of  the  state,  be  held  to  retain  all  the  sovereign  powers, 
except  as  far  as  they  have  by  unmistakable  language  intrusted  them 
to  others.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Corars. 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1910C,  489  (S.  C.  92  N.  J.  L.  168,  —  A.L.R.  — ^,  104 
Atl.  218). 

IX.  Burdening  interstate  commerce, 

101.  Section  21  of  the  California  Constitution,  respecting  the  long 
and  short  haul  clause,  does  not  volate  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Fed- 
eral Constitution  (art.  1,  §  8,  cl.  3)  on  the  ground  that  the  opening 
clause  refers  to  transportation  of  freight  or  passengers  "within  this 
state  or  coming  from  or  going  to  any  other  state;"  since  this  is  severa- 
ble from  the  rest  of  the  section  which  is  unobjectionable.  California 
Adjustment  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F,  R.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1919A, 
628  (S.  C.  —  Cal,  — ,  175  Pac.  682), 

X,  Abtuie  of  taxing  power. 

102.  The  state  has  power  under  the  Cdnstitution  to  take  over  a 
public  utility  and  operate  it  for  so  low  a  rate  of  fare  as  to  create 
a  deficit,  and  pay  that  deficit  out  of  money  raised  by  taxation.  Ki* 
Opinion  of  Justices  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  612  (S.  C.  231  Mass.  60.'i. 
122N.  E.  763). 

103.  The  state  has  power  to  raise  by  taxaticm  money  to  pay  deficit 
in  the  operation  of  a  state-managed  u^lity,  without  violating  the 
constitutional  prohibition  against  the  use  of  money  raised  by  taxation 
for  private  purposes.  Re  Opinion  of  Justices  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D. 
612  (S.  C.  231  Mass.  603.  122  N.  E.  763). 

XI,  Antimonopoly  provisiona* 

104.  An  ordinance  forbidding  the  operation  of  Jitneys  within  a 
certain  district  does  not,  in  violation  of  the  Texas  Constitution,  creat< 
a  monopoly  in  favor  of  street  railways  operating  therein.  Gill  v.  Dal 
las  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Oiv.  App.  — ,  209  8.  \V. 
209). 

XII.  Special  legislation. 

105.  Statutes  passed  subsequent  to  the  Public  Service  CommTssion 
Law,  and  purporting  to  fix  rates  for  particular  utilities,  are  invalid, 
as  within  the  provision  of  the  Maryland  Constitution,  that  ^'the  gen 
eral  assembly  shall  pass  no  special  law  for  any  case  for  which  pro 
vision  has  been  made  by  any  existing  general  law."  Heaton  v.  Wash 
ington  &  R.  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  106. 
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XIII,  Local  8elf*govemment, 

106.  Section  3  of  article  18  of  the  Constitution  of  Ohio,  as  amended 
September  3,  1^12,  confers  upon  the  municipalities  of  the  state  au- 
thority to  adopt  and  enforce  within  their  limits  such  local  police  r^^- 
lations  as  are  not  in  conflict  with  general  laws.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Cleveland  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  136  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  358,  121  N. 
E.  701). 

107.  A  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  the  legislature  from  creat- 
ing a  debt  against  a  municipal  corporation  for  merely  local  purposes 
does  not  prevent  the  legislature  from  empowering  a  Public  Service 
Commission  to  apportion  a  part  of  the  cost  of  a  grade  crossing  altera- 
tion to  a  municipality,  since  the  cost  of  improving  the  crossing  is 
not  incurred  for  a  mere  local  purpose^  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.* v. 
Lake  County  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  171. 

108.  That  part  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  chap.  15o, 
Code  (§§  636-656),  here  construed  to  prohibit  the  issuance  and  use 
of  passes,  is  a  general  regulatory  provision,  sanctioned  by,  and  not  in 
violation  of,  §  24,  art.  8,  of  the  Constitution  of  this  state,  which  pro- 
vides that  county  courts  "shall  also,  under  such  regulations  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  law,  have  the  superintendence  and  administration  of 
the  internal  police  and  fiscal  affairs  of  their  counties,  including  the 
establishment  and  regulation  of  roads,  ways,  bridges,  public  landings, 
ferries,  and  mills."  Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Trac- 
tion Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  90  S.  E. 
207). 

XIV.  Validity  of  title  of  statute. 

109.  A  statute  amending  an  act  creating  a  Railroad  Commission 
which  dianges  t^e  name  of  the  Commission  and  increases  its  powers  and 
functions  so  as  to  extend  them  over  all  other  utilities,  is  not  invalid 
on  the  theory  that  it  violates  a  constitutional  provison  forbidding  a 
bill  to  become  a  law  which  embraces  more  than  one  subject,  etc.  Mem- 
phis V.  Enlo©  (Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  608  (S.  C.  —  Tenn.  — ,  214  S.  W. 
71). 

CONSTRUCTIOir  ACCOUKT. 

See  AcxjouNTiNG. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT. 

Propriety  of  crediting  plant  account  with  proceeds  of  sale  of  old 
equipment  and  charging  account  with  entire  cost  of  new 
property,  see  AccotiKTiNG,  7. 

Judicial  notice  of  high  cost  of  materials,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 
6L 

Retaining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  con- 
struction of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  Appeal 
AMD  Review,  56. 
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California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip- 
ment nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re- 
ceipts, see  Atttoicobiles,  16. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  change  from  telegraph  to  telephone 
service,  see  Cebtificatbs  of  Coitveniencb  aivd  Nbobssitt, 
6. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  telephone  plant  not 
granted  by  Missouri  Commission  until  consent  of  local  author- 
ities has  been  obtained,  see  Cebufioates  or  Convenience 
AND  Necessity,  7. 

limitation  of  time  under  Illinois  statute  for  commencement  of 
construction  imder  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Cestifigates 

OF  CONVENIENCB  AND  NECESSITY,  8-11. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  con- 
struction by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond 
chartered  territory,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and 
Necessity,  13. 

Certificate  authorizing  construction  of  electric  railway  as  justify- 
ing construction  of  monorail  railway,  see  Certifioates  of 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  14,  15. 

Jurisdiction  of  Connecticut  Commission  to  determine  type  of  rails 
for  construction  of  street  railway,  see  Commissions,  20. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to 
report   co/istruction    costs,    see   Commissions,   44. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  authorize  oonstruotion  of  arti- 
ficial gas  plant  in  city,  see  Commissions,  45. 

Of  crossings,  see  Cbossinos. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  construction  of  crossing,  see  Cbossings, 
22-27. 

Losses  due  to  reconstruction  of  buildings  or  sale  of  obsol/Bscent 
property  to  be  charged  to  depreciation,  see  Depreciation, 
28. 

Special  rates  to  owners  of  equipment  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 24-27. 

Telephone  company  to  pay  rental  to  owners  of  equipment,  see 
Discrimination,  26,  27. 

Rental  of  consumers'  equipment  as  a  rebate,  see  Discrimination, 
38. 

California  rules  as  to  electrical  construction  and  operation,  see 
Electricity,  1. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  municipal  street  railway  not 
taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain,  see  Eminent  Domain, 
2. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  directing  street  railway  companies  to 
provide  necessary   equipment,    see   Mandamus,   7. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot 
not  in  issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  to  perform 
duty,  see  Orders,  1. 

Director  General  as  party  to  proceedings  to  compel  railroad  under 
Federal  control  to  construct  sidetrack,  see  Parties,  11. 
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Missouri  si^tute  as  not  requiring  schedule  to  provide  for  work 

done  on  consumers*  equipment,  see  Rates,  1^9U. 
Consideration  of  electric  equipment  installed  by  consumer,  in  fixing 

rates,  see  Rates,  220. 
Construction  under   Utah  statute  of   ambiguous   tariffs   covering 

absorption  of  switching  charges,  see  Ratvs,  315. 
Equipment  expense  of  street  railway,  see  Return,  110,  111. 
Deposit  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  render  service 

applied  for,  see  SfiBViCE,  60. 
Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as 

extension   under   Illinois   rule  authorizing  requiring   deposit, 

see  Sebvice,  85. 
Need  of  reserve  equipment  of  electric  plant,  see  Sebvice,  120. 
Rules  as  to  gas  service,  see  Sebvice,  126. 
Telephone  company  not  to  require  applicant  for  service  to,  purchase 

part  of  equipment,  see  Sebvice,  213. 
Of  statutes,  see  Statutes,  1-3. 
Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commissicm  order  requiring 

construction  of  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as 

not  reversible  error,  see  Tbial,  2. 
ConsideraMon  of  original  construction  rather  than  replacement  con- 
struction cost,  see  Valuation,  19. 
Allowance  for  interest  during  construction  as  an  overhead,  see 

Valuation,  88-^2. 
Allowance  for  taxes  during  construction  as  overhead  expense,  see 

Valuation,  93. 
Consideration  of  tools  for  construction  gangs,  see  Valuation,  122. 
Consideration  of  tools  worn  out  during  actual  construction,  see 

Valuation,  142. 

Aiinotation  on  special  ri^tes  to  owners  of  equipment  as  discrimina- 
tory, P.U.?.1919E,  p.  62. 

Annotation  on  electrical  construction  and  operation,  PU.R.1919B, 
p.  601. 

OONSTRUOTION  PERIOD. 

For  allowance  of   interest  during  construction,  sec   Valuation, 
92. 

CONSUMER  EXPENSE. 

Apportionment  of  consumer  expense  of  electric  company,  see  Ap- 

pobtionment,  3. 
Minimum  charge  based  upon   theory  that  each  consumer   should 

bear  equal  portion  of  constant  costs  as  unfair,  see  Rates,  211. 

CONSUMERS  AND  PATRONS. 

When  shippers  not  party  to  original  proceeding  are  entitled  to 

appeal,  see   Appeal  and  Review,  55. 
Apportionment  of  output,  capacity  and  consumer  expenses  of  electric 

company,  see  Appobtionment,  3. 
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Consumers  searved  as  basis  of  apportioning  expenses  of  water  com- 
pany, see  Apportionment,  26. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  furnish  long  distance  service  to 
patrons  of  another  company  as  denial  of  due  process,  see 
Constitutional  Law,   10. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 
railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denUl  of  due  process, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Constitution ai 
Law,  59-74. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  of  natural  gas  producing 
companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and  dis- 
tributing companies,  see  Constitutional  Law,  87. 

Right  of  utility  to  earn  from  consumers  return  sufficient  to  care 
for  replacements,  see  Depreciation,  2. 

Discrimination  for  or  against  certain  consumers,  see  Discrimina- 
tion. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  levying  assessment  against 
stockholders  while  charging  other  subscribers  annual  rate,  see 
Discrimination,  23. 

Reduced  rates  to  old  customers  as  discriminatOTy,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 28. 

Absorption  of  some  switching  charges  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 60. 

Faihire  of  street  railway  company  to  give  transfers  to  patrons 
entering  on  inter  urban  line  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 63. 

Discontinuing  optional  service  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 75. 

Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchasing 
bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  70. 

Mutual  telephone  company  not  to  discriminate  as  between  patrons, 
see  Discrimination,  86. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale 
of  natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  com- 
panies for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intercorporate  Relations, 
3. 

Service  of  electricity  by  street  railways  in  territory  occupied  by 
electric  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  3. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  to  prevent  patrons  changing  to 
another  telephone  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, 
7. 

Inhabitants  of  one  city  obtaining  water  from  another  in  con- 
sideration of  grant  of  right  of  way,  see  Municipal  Plants, 
2,3. 

Constimer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates, 
in  Violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Parties,  3. 

Patron  as  proper  party  to  test  jurisdiction  of  tribunal  attempting 
to  increase  ferry  rates,  see  Parties,  4. 
P.U.R.1019  Dig.— 7. 
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Right  of  patrons  and  Commission  to  enforce  orders  under  Indiana 

statute,  see  Pabties,  0. 
Power  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  require  utility  to  render 

service  to  patron,  although  he  refuses  to  pay  for  period  during 

which  no  service  was  rendered,  see  Patmext,  2. 
Patron  to  make  deposit  before  establishment  of  credit,  see  Pay- 
ment, 7. 
Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate 

given  -as   consideration    for   easement   over  private   land,   see 

Pbocedure,   9. 
Utilities  not  to  insure  themselves  where  consumers  pay  reasonable 

rates,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  4. 
Definiteness   of  municipal   ordinance   fixing  electrio  rates  to  con- 
sumers, see  Rates,  0. 
Statutory  power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  or  frai> 

chise  rates,  see  Rates,  63-88. 
Power  of  Maine  municipality  to  contract  for  water  for  fire  and 

municipal  purposes  as  implying  right  to  fix  rates  for  domestic 

consumers,  see  Rates,  128. 
Difference  between  power  of  municipality  to  make  rate  contract 

binding  as  to  rates  charged  consumers,  and  as  to  rates  charged 

to  the  municipality  itself,  see  Rates,  135. 
Number  of  consumers  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates, 

see  Rates,  136. 
Investment  per  consumer  not  necessarily  limiting  rates,  see  Rates, 

155. 
Ability  of  consumers  to  pay  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 

rates,  see  Rates,  156-158. 
Ability  of  consumer  to  pay  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 

rates,  see  Rates,  157. 
Recognition  by  Idaho  Commission  of  rate  contracts  with  patrons, 

see  Rates,  160. 
Effect  of  failure  of  consumers  to  object  to  increase  in  rates,  see 

Rates,  182. 
Missouri  statute  as  not  requiring  schedule  to  provide  for  work 

done  on  consumers'  equipment,  see  Rates,  100. 
Patrons  having  actual   notice   of  proposed   increase  in   rates  not 

entitled  to  complain  of  failure  to  c<Hnply  with  provisions  of 

Pennsylvania   statute  with   reference  to  posting,   see   Rates, 

203. 
Consumer   not   be   charged   two   minimum   bills   although   he  has 

two  meters,  see  Rates.  208. 
Consumers  discontinuing  service  to  save  minimum  charge  to  pay 

for  resetting  meter,  see  Rates,  210. 
Minimum  charge  based   upon   theory   that  each   consumer  should 

bear  equal  portion  of  constant  costs  as  unfair,  see  Rates,  211. 
Consideration  of  equipment  installed  by  consumer  in  fixing  elec- 
tric  rates,   see   Rates,   220. 
Flat  rates  for  electricity  for  summer  consumers,  see  Rates,  235. 
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Entitled  to  take  advantageft  of  (Ganges  varyiDg  the  demand  and 

use  of  electric  energy,  see  Katbs,  236. 
Charge  for  inetalling  and  removing  meters,  see  Raxes,  241-243. 
Electric  rates  for  shprt-hours  users,  see  Rates,  244,  245. 
Not  to  be  furnished  with  free  lamps,  see  Rates,  246. 
Excess  coal  costs  not  to  be  chargeable  to,  see  Rates,  256. 
Occasional   user   to    pay    more   than    regular    user   of    water    for 

irrigation,   see    Rates,   2S3. 
Irrigation   consumers  on   higher  levels  to  pay  higher   rates,   see 

Rates,  284. 
Irrigation  company  not  to  make  initial  charge  to  consumers,  see 

Ratks,  285. 
Irrigation  company  required  to  permit  consumers  to  discontinue 

paying  for  water  under  their  contracts,  see  Rates^  286. 
Reckless  expenditures  of  natural  gas  company  not  chargeable  to, 

see  Rates,  289. 
Charge  for  changing  telephones  from  one  peracm  to  another,  see 
t  Rates,  S71,  372. 

Same  rate  for  all  telephone  subscribers  receiving  same  service  in 

city,  see  Ratm,  376. 
Effect  of  failure  of  municipality  to  pay  for  fire  protection,  sec 

Kates,  401. 
Water  rates  for  summer  consumers,  sec  Ratbs,  407*-409. 
Parties  to  reparation  proceedings,  see  Reparation,  9. 
Employees  and  patrons  of  street  and  interurban  railways  to  co- 
operate, see  Retubk,  3. 
To  bear  only  fair  return  on  investment  notwithstanding  contract 

with  municipality  as  to  division  of  income,  se^  Return,  21. 
Consumers  to  bear  increased  cost  of  coal  gas,  see  Return,  89,  90. 
Citizens  to   bear   increased  cost  of  production   although   city  re* 

sells  electricity  purchased  from  utility,  see  Return,  128. 
Low   rates   to   large   consumer   where   other   consumers   pay   only 

reasonable  price,  see  Return,  136. 
Ability  of  consumers  to  pay,  as  element  to  be  considered  in  de- 
termining reasonableness  of  return,  see  Return,  158. 
Adequacy  of  service  as  including  courtesy  to  constimers,  see  Return, 

189. 
Town  and  outside  consumers  not  to  be  feegregated  in  proceeding 

to  determine  reasonableness  of  water  rates,  see  Return,  108. 
Public  utilities  to  bear  part  of  war  burden,  see  Return,  242-251. 
'  Power    of   Commission   to   limit   consumption   of   natural    gas   to 

domestic  consumers,  see  Service,  39,  40. 
Power  of  Commission  to  restrict  competition   between  telephone 

companies  as  to  present  patrons,  see  Service,  52. 
Right  to  re<|uire  deposit  or  payment  in  advance  from  consumer 

upon  rendering  additional  service,  see  Service,  64. 
Adequate  service  as  including  courtesy  of  employees  to  patrons,  see 

Service,  66,  67. 
Interference  with  consumers  as  justifying  the  denial  of  extension, 

see  Service,  69. 
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Guaranty  of  consumers  upon  extension  of  servioe,  see  Sebvice,  82-85. 

Guaranty  on  extension  of  service,  see  Service,  86-88. 

Vested  rights  of,  as  affecting  right  to  abandon  service,  see  Service, 
97. 

To  be  given  time  before  authorizing  abandonment  of  street  railway 
service,  see  Service,  105. 

(hiTiership  and  control  of  meters  and  other  service  accessories,  see 
Service,   108-118. 

Service  connections  with  mains  to  be  made  at  cost  of  utility,  see 
Service,  115-118. 

Bules  as  to  gas  service,  see  Service,  126. 

Seats  for  passengers  on  interurban  cars,  see  Service,  135. 

Irrigation  company  to  notify  consumers  of  shortage  of  supply  of 
water,  see  Service,  136. 

Effect  of  disputed  title  to  dit<^  on  service  of  irrigation  company, 
see  Service,  138. 

Discontinuance  of  railroad  service  where  contracts  have  been  made 
in  reliance  upon  continued  operation,  see  Service,  155. 

Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  railroad 
to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  sidetrack,  see 
Service,  177. 

Street  railway  service  not  to  be  abandoned  without  evidence  that 
public  will  not  support  it,  see  Service,  180. 

Lack  of  patronage  as  evidence  that  service  is  not  required  by  public, 
see  Service,  196. 

Increase  in  population  as  affecting  increase  in  street  railway  pas- 
sengers, see  Service,  201. 

Seats  for  street  railway  passengers  during  rush  hours,  see  Service, 
203. 

Duty  of  telephone  subscribers,  see  Service,  209. 

Division  of  service  as  between  telephone  subscribers,  see  Service, 
210. 

Patron  and  not  operator  to  determine  emergency  nature  of  tele- 
phone call,  see  Service,  221. 

Number  of  telephone  subscribers  on  line,  see  Service,  226-230. 

Duty  of  patrons  to  conserve  water,  see  Service,  236. 

Duty  to  continue  service  lines  from  curb  into  building,  see  Service, 
237. 

Water  company  directed  to  make  service  connections  with  appli- 
cant, see  Service,  238. 

Consideration  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  consumers,  see 
Valuation,  16&-169. 

Annotation  on  duty  of  utility  to  be  courteous  to  patrons,.  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  286. 

ooirsuMPTioir. 

As  basis  of  apportionment  of  eoal  costs  between  hot  water  and  elec- 
tric departments^  see  Apportionment,  34. 
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cohtekpt  of  coukt. 

Enforcement  of  orders  through  contempt  proceedings,  see  Fines  and 
Penalties,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  proceedings  for 
failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of  notice 
of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  4. 

cohtuvgekcies. 

Excess  earnings  to  meet  contingent  expenses,  see  Retubn,  79. 
Consideration  of  allowance  for  contingencies  as  an  overhead  expense, 
see  Valuation,  107. 

CONTRACTORS. 

Books  to  show  true  relationship  between  utility  and  contractor 
building  plant,  see  Acogunting,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  wiring  of  houses 
by  electric  company,  see  Commissions,  38. 

President  of  utility  not  to  act  as  sole  contractor^  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 1. 

CONTRACTS. 

Controversy  between  municipality  and  Commission  as  to  right  to 

regulate  rates  fixed  in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  question, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  32. 
Approval  of  agreement  limiting  jurisdictioii  of  Commission,   see 

Commissions,  6. 
Power   of   Commission  to   enforce   franchise  contract  relative  to 

street  paving,  see  Commissions,  30. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  physical  connection  of 

telephones,  see  Commissions,  33. 
Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  claims  upon  abrogation  of  rate 

contract,  see  Commissions,  34. 
Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to  utility 

of  by-product  gas  by  private  coke  Qompany,  see  Commissions, 

41. 
Impairment  of  contract  obligations  generally,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  31-90. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  ccmtraot  rates,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  33-86. 
Rate  contracts  between  municipality  and  street  railway  as  fixing 

a  legislative  rate,  see  Constitutional  Law,  66. 
Approval  of  rate  schedules  containing  discriminatory  contract,  see 

Discrimination,  8. 
Discriminatory  rate  contract,  see  Discrimination,  39^2. 
Payment  by  service  rendered  under  contract  as  discrimination,  see 

Discrimination,  94. 
Contract  to  furnish  water  to  railroad  free  in  considerati<Mi  of  grant 

of  right  of  way  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  95. 
Existing  statutes  as  entering  into  municipal  contract,  see  Fran- 
chises, 1,  2. 
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Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  wtik  respeet  to 
approval  of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  by  Boston  Consolidated 
Gas  Company,  see  Intercobporate  Eelations,  6. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by 
Massachusetts  Commission,  see  Leases,  ll 

Proper  parties  in  proceeding  relative  to  reasonableness  of  contract 
rates,  see  Parties,  16. 

Remedy  against  utility  charging  more  than  contract  rates  in 
complaint  to  Commission  rather  than  to  courts,  see  Procedure, 
10. 

Irrigation  company  as  public  utility  although  rendering  service  only 
under  contract,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  46. 

Reserve  power  of  state  to  regulate  street  railway  rates  notwith- 
standing municipal  contract,  see  Rates,  13. 

Construction  of  New  Jersey  Traction  Acts  with  reference  to  mu- 
nicipal rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  15. 

Courts  as  having  appellate  jurisdiction  only  over  rate  contracts. 
See  Rates,  21. 

Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  or 
appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  asserted 
by  supreme  court,  see  Rates,  31. 

Statutory  power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  or  franchise 
rates,  see  Rates,  63-88. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  adjudicate  rate  contract  be- 
tween telephone  company  and  stockholders,  see  Rates,  93. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  utility  to  observe  unex- 
pired rate  contracts  made  pursuant  to  prior  schedules,  see 
Rates,  94. 

Power  of  Ohio  Commission  to  set  aside  rate  order  entered  upon 
agreement,  see  Rates,  95. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  readiness-to-serve 
charge,  notwithstanding  municipal  contract  rate,  see  Rates, 
108. 

Power  'of  muniei  pa  lilies  to  make  rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  126- 
135. 

Difference  between  power  of  municipality  to  make  rate  contract  bind- 
ing as  to  ratips  charged  consumers,  and  as  to  rates  charged  the 
municipality  itself,  see  Rates,  135. 

Rate  contract  as  element  in  determining  reasonableness  of  rates,  see 
Rates,  164-169. 

Invalid  rate  cotract  as  not  working  estoppel,  see  Rates,  183. 

Binding  effect  of  rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  183,  193. 

Rate  franchise  as  binding  contract,  see  Rates,  193. 

Rate  contract  superseded  by  filing  of  new  rate  schedule,  see  Rates, 
195. 

Necessity  of  filing  increased  rate  schedule  by  both  parties  to  rate 
contract,  see  Raics,  196. 

Illegality  of  contract  surcharge  to  rates  under  Missouri  statute,  see 
Rates,  198. 
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Validity  of  coal  clauses  in  electric  rate  contract  during  war 
emergency,  see  Rates,  215,  216. 

Irrigation  company  not  to  make  initial  charge  to  consumers,  see 
Rates.  285. 

Irrigation  company  required  to  permit  consumers  to  discontinue  pay- 
ing for  water  under  their  contracts,  see  Rates,  286. 

Line  carrier  and  plant  facility  to  make  contract  for  switching  cars, 
see  Rates,  318. 

Patrons  to  bear  only  a  fair  return  on  value  of  property  notwith- 
standing contract  with  municipality  as  to  division  of  income, 
see  Return,  21. 

Approval  of  contract  of  lease  or  sale,  see  Sale,  3. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court 
of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical  con- 
nection  of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdiction, 
see  Service,  6. 

Contract  as  to  division  of  telephone  territory  as  limiting  jurisdic- 
tion of  Wisconsin  Commission,  see  Service,  19. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  contract  of  street 
railway  company  for  use  of  toll  bridge,  see  Service,  48. 

Extensions  of  service  not  governed  by  contracts,  see  Service,  68. 

Irrigation  company  not  to  make*  contract  for  sale  of  surplus  water 
before  determining  how  much  water  may  be  sold,  see  Service, 
137. 

Discontinuance  of  railroad  service  where  contracts  have  been  made 
in  reliance  upon  continued  operation,  see  Service,  155. 

Effect  of  contract  for  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Serv- 
ice, 234. 

Losses  under  contract  rates  not  to  be  considered  in  fixing  going 
value,  see  Valuation,  220. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  contract  on  duty  to  render  service,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  285. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  rate  contracts,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  829;  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  626. 

Annotation  on  power  to  change  contract  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  622. 

Discussion  of  franchise  ordinance  as  contract,  P.(J.R.1919C,  p.  508. 

Statement  of  rule  as  to  liberty  of  individuals  to  contract  with 
reference  to  matters  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  state,  until  the 
state  has  acted,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  963. 

1.  A  municipal  ordinance  granting  a  twenty-five-year  street  rail- 
way franchise  obligating  the  grantee  to  furnish  the  contemplated  service 
for  that  period,  and  to  issue  and  sell  eight  tickets  for  25  cents,  and 
give  universal  free  transfers,  constitutes,  in  Ohio,  when  accepted  by  the 
grantee,  a  valid  contract  mutually  binding  for  the  period  named.  Co- 
lumbus R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  Columbus  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  239 
(S.  C.  249  U.  S.  399,  63  L.  ed.  660,  —  A.  L,  R.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  34lJ) . 

2.  If  a  party  charges  himself  with  an  obligation  possible  to  be 
performed,  he  must  abide  by  it  unless  performance  is  rendered  im- 
possible by  the  act  of  God,  the  law,  or  the  other  party.  Unforeseen 
difficulties  will  not  excuse  performance.  Where  the  parties  have  made 
no  provision  for  a  dispensation,  the  terms  of  the  contract  must  prevail. 
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Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  Columbus  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  239 
(S.  C.  249  U.  S.  399,  63  L.  ed.  660,  —  A.  L.  R.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349). 

OOHTRIBUTIOirS. 

To  war  charities  as  an  operating  expense,  see  REtUBif,  106. 
Contributions  of  stockholders  as  obligations  imder  Nebraska  statute 
authorizing  issuance  of  stock,  see  Security  Issues,  19-22. 

OOMVENIEirOE.  ^ 

S^  generally,  Public  Cowvenikxce  and  Necessitt. 
Certificates  of,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity. 
Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and 
necessity  of  railroad  station,  see  Service,  176. 

OONVERSATIOir. 

Prolonged  conversation  on  telephones,  see  Service,  220. 

COOKING. 

Household  appliances  to  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rather 
than  lighting  rate,  see  Rates,  230. 

OO-OSlDIHATIOir. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

CORK. 

Rates  for  com  at  public  stockyards,  see  Rates,  322. 

OORPOBATIOH  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

CORPORATIONS. 

Commissioner  of,  see  Commissioner  of  Corporation. 
Massachusetts  Commissioner  of  Corporations,  see  Commissioner 

OF  Corporations. 
Right  of  single  corporation  to  make  a  complaint  against  municipal 

plant  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Parties,  7. 
As  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities. 

COST  OF  MONET. 

Increased  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return 
,  in  war  time,  see  Return,  169,  170. 

COST  OF  REPRODUCTION. 

See  Reproduction  Cost. 

COST  OF  REPRODUCTION  I.ES8  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Rsproduction  Cost  Less  Depreciation. 

COST  OF  SERVIOB. 

See  also  Valuk  of  SESVicr 
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Effect  of  rendering  service  to  municipal  plant  at  less  than  cost, 

see  DiscaiMiNATioN,  16. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Raies,  136,  153-155. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  249. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  commutation  rates,  see  Rates, 

276. 
Value  of  service  not  sole  rate  factor,  see  Retubn,  208. 

Annotation  on  cost  of  service  as  factor  in  rate-making,  P.U.R. 
1019B,  p.  24. 

COSTS  AND  EXPENSES. 

Method  for  keeping  capital  and  operating  accounts,  see  Account- 
ing, 4. 

When  costs  are  taxed  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  58. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Liability  of  public  officers,  see  Commissions,  1. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to 
report  construction  costs,  see  Commissions,  44. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see 
Commissions,  51. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  apportionment  of  mainte- 
nance of  terminal  railroad  as  between  railroads  under  Fed- 
eral control,  see  Commissions,  52. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 
railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  between  railroads, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  25. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to' apportion  crossing  expenses  not- 
withstanding contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  66. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  cre- 
ating municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission 
of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
107. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of 
repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality 
or  street  railway  using  bridge,  see  Crossings,  17. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Cross- 
ings, 18. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintaining  protection  at  crossing  between 
electric  railway  and  steam  railroad,  see  Crossings,  20,  21. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  construction  of  crossing,  see-  Crossings, 
22-27. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as 
discriminatory,  ^ee  Discrimination,  44,  45. 

Weight  to  be  attached  to  unsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and 
revenues  of  extension,  see  Evidence,  2. 
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Power   of  Maine   Commission   to   divide  expense'  of  block   signal 

system  on  street  railways,  see  Intercorpobate  Kelations.  1. 
Apportionment  by  Maine  Commission  of  cost  of  use  of  terminal  by 

railroads   under   Federal   control,   see   Ixtebcx)RPORate  Rela- 
tions, 2. 
Investment    per    consumer    not    entirely    controlling    rate    to    be 

charged,  see  Rates,  155. 
Binding  franchise  rates  not  incr^sed  merely  because  of  increased 

costs,  see  Rates,  192. 
Minimum  charge  based  upon  theory  that  each   consumer  sliould 

bear  equal  portion  of  constant  costs  as  unfair,  see  Rate^,  211. 
Division  of  electric  railway  producing  current  for  entire  system 

to  receive  more  than  switchboard  cost  of  current,  see  Rates, 

225. 
Rates  for  electricity  varying  with  price  of  coal,  see  Rates,  238-240. 
Additional  cost  of  prepayment  meters,  see  Rates,  254. 
Excess  fuel  costs  not  chargeable  to  consumers,  see  Rates,  256. 
To  be  considered  in  fixing  natural  gas  rates,  see  Rates,  200. 
Water  rates  to  large  consumers  to  cover  coat  of  service,  see  Rates, 

381. 
Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 

to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb, 

see  Reparation,  7.     ^ 
Cost  to  present  owner  as  basis  of  return,  see  Return,  15. 
Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as 

part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  32. 
Consideration  of  operating  expenses  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 

41-127. 
Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  coat  of  pay- 
ment, see  Return,  62.    * 
Distribution,  commercial,  and  general  expenses  of  heating  plant, 

see  Return,  125-127. 
Uncertainty  as  to  future  cost  of  labor  and  materials  as  justifying 

temporary  rate,  see  Return,  132. 
Revenues  and  expenses  of  park  operated  in  connection  with  railway 

not  included  in  railway  revenues  and  expenses,  see  Retitrn, 

137. 
Utility  entitled  to  earn  increased  cost  of  operation,  see  Return, 

139. 
Limitation  to  fair  return  in  the  past  as  rendering  interurban  rail- 
way company  unable  to  meet  war  costs,  see  Return,  190. 
Consideration  of  emergency  relief  because  of   increased  cost,  see 

Return,  220-296. 
Increase  in  operating  expenses  through  award  of  War  Labor  Board 

and  other  war  costs,  resulting  in  receivership  and  destruction 

of  credit  as  constituting  emergency  entitling  utility  to  increase 

in  rates,  see  Ritfurn,  237.  • 

Necessity  for  valuation  where  earnings  are  not  sufficient  to  pay 

out-of-pocket  costs,  see  Return,  201. 
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Power  of  Commission  under  Michigan  statute  to  authorise  sectHri- 
ties  for  proper  expenditures  already  made,  see  SEeuBnr  Is- 
sues, 4. 
^  Cost  of  rendering  particular  service  immaterial  on  question  of  duty 
to  render  such  service,  see  Smivice,  67. 

Consumers  and  patrons  not  to  b«  required  to  pay  additional  coi^t 
of  extensions  of  service,  see  Sebvicic,  86-88. 

Ownership  and  control  of  meters  and  other  service  accessories,  see 
Service,  108-118. 

Service  connections  with  mains  to  be  made  at  cost  of  utility,  see 
Service,  115-118. 

Installation  of  thermostats  by  heating  company  to  reduee  cost  of 
sen'ice,  see  Service,  182. 

Railroad  company  not  to  avoid  statutory  duty  to  erect  suitable 
depots  on  plea  of  expense,  see  Service,  168. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  g^ant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station 
because  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and 
unreasonably  increased,  see  Service,  174. 

Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  rail- 
road to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  sidetrack, 
see  Service,  177. 

Need  of  large  sum  of  money  for  repairs  as  justifying  abandonment 
of  service,  see  Service,  198. 

Order  of  selectmen  requiring  relocating  of  tracks  of  street  railway 
not  to  be  set  aside  by  Commission  because  of  cost,  see  Street 
Railways,  2. 

Cost  of  extinguishing  adverse  claim  of  title  as  part  of  otiginal 
cost,  see  Valuation,  54. 

Cost  of  legal  services  in  ejectment  suit  as  item  of  original  cost, 
see  Valuation,  55. 

Consideration  of  overhead  expenses  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  81-109. 

Increased  cost  of  replacements  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valu- 
ation, 131. 

Cost  of  pavement  laid  at  expense  of  street  railway  company  as  a 
charge  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  133,  134. 

COUNTIES. 

Jurisdiction  of  supervisors  over  crossings,  see  Crossings,  2,  5. 
Reduce  telephone  rates  to  city  but  not  to  county  as  discriminatory 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Discrimination,  15. 

COUBTESY. 

Adequacy  of  service  as  including  courtesy  to  consumers,  s^e  Re- 
turn, 189. 

Adequate  service  as  including  courtesy  of  employees  to  patrons, 
see  Service,  66,  67. 

Annotation  on  duty  of  utility  to  be  courteous  to  patrons,  P.U.R. 
1919G,  p.  285. 
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OOURTli. 

I.  Jurisdiction f  1—8. 

a.  In  general,  i— 5. 

b.  Of  Federal  courts,  0S, 

II.  Who  may  question  jurisdiction,  9. 

Review  of  Ck>mmi88ioii  orders,  see  Apfkal  and  Rjevi£W. 

Sufti^iency  of  findings  by  court  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  aivd  Rkvisw,  3. 
Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving  Ck)m- 
mission   jurisdicticm  over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  4. 

Certiorari  to  review  Commission  orders  as  direct  appeal  to  supreme 
court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  8. 

Violation  of  company's  charter  not  at  issue  on  review  of  order  requir- 
ing continuation  of  operation,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  26. 

SufKciency  of  evidence  to  sustain  findings  of  trial  court,  see  Appeal 
and  Review,  47. 

Power  of  Idaho  legislature  to  authorize  writ  of  certiorari  by  supreme 
court  to  review  decisions  of  Commission,  see  Certiobabt,  1. 

Certiorari  to  review  orders  of  Alabama  Commission  to  be  addressed  to 
circuit  and  not  to  supreme  court,  see  Certiobari,  2. 

Right  of  stockholders  to  question  right  of  railroad  to  guarantee  bonds 
of  another  company,  see  Certiorabi,  5. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  refunding 
of  ^cessive  charges,  see  CoNSTmrrioNAL  Law,  91. 

Right  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court  where  same  controversy  has 
been  settled  in  state  court,  see  Judgment,  2. 

Proper  branch  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceedings  under 
New  York  statute,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate  giv- 
en as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see  Pbocedube, 
0. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio  stat- 
ute, see  Rates,  8. 

Order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  superseding  judgment  of  court  of 
common  pleas  under  Pennsylvania  act,  see  Rates,  28. 

Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  ^r 
appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  asserted  by 
supreme  court,  see  Rates,  31. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court 
of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical  connec- 
tion of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdiction,  se<^ 
Sebvice,  6. 

Right  of  railroad  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Commission 
although  authorized  by  court  of  common  picas,  see  Service,  36. 

Order  as  to  abandonment  of  service  not  deferred  until  court  authorizes 
sale  under  foreclosure  of  railroad  as  a  going  concern,  see  Service, 
91. 
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Failure  to  present  issuee  in  Q»ecial  charge  ae  revereible  error,  iee  Tbial^  \ 

1. 

Discussion  of  rule  as  to  obiter  dicta  where  opinion  rests  upon  two 
distinct  grounds,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  640. 

I.  Jurisdiction, 

a.  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  court  to  review  rate  orders,  see  Appeal  aito 
Review,  24. 

Existence  or  validit7  of  franchise  as  question  for,  see  Commissions, 
26-29. 

Right  of  natural  gas  company  to  manufacture  gas  as  question  for,  see 
Commissions,  28. 

Legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company  on  stockholders  as  question 
for  courts  rather  than  for  Commission,  see  Commissions,  42. 

Increase  in  rates  as  violating  injunction  as  question  for  courts  and  not 
for  Commission,  see  Injunction,  4. 

Kemedy  against  utility  charging  more  than  contract  rates,  in  com> 
plaint  to  Commission  rather  than  to  courts,  see  Pbocedurc,  10. 

Proliibi ting  court  from  determining  its  own  jurisdiction,  see  Prohibi- 
tion, 1. 

Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  increasing 
intrastate  telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Rates,  16. 

Jurisdiction  of  courts  over  rates,  see  Ratbs,  16-21. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  claim  for  intrastate  switching  rates, 
see  Rates,  17. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  switching  rates  for  service  rendered 
subsequent  to  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  see  Rates,  18. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maryland  statute  over  street  railway 
rates,  in  Baltimore,  see  Rates,  119. 

Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  violation  of  long  and  short  haul 
clause  of  California  constitution,  see  Reparation,  6. 

Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase  in 
rates,  see  Betubn,  14. 

Jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  court  over  question  of  abandonment  of  serv- 
ice before  action  of  Commission,  see  Service,  5. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  courts  over  matters  of  serv- 
ice, see  Sesrvice,  35-37. 

Past  damages  as  a  question  for  the  court,  see  Service,  38. 

Wisconsin  Commission  not  bound  by  value  of  property  fixed  in  judgment 
of  the  court  prior  to  statute  creating  the  Commission,  see  Valua- 
tion, 3. 

1.  The  sole  function  of  the  courts  is  to  interpret  tlie  law  without 
regard  to  the  policy  thereof.  Kansas  City  v.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  422  (S.  C.  —Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  381). 

2.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Idaho  supreme  court  is  fixed  by  the 
Constitution,  and  cannot  be  broadened  or  extended  by  the  legislature. 
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Neil  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1W9C.  321   (8    C. 
—  Idaho, —,  178  Pac.  271). 

3.  On  the  complaint  of  a  party  in  interest  that  any  rate,  classi- 
fication, rule,  charge,  order,  act,  or  regulation  adopted  by  the  Commis- 
sion in  beyond  the  power  of  the  Commission,  or  is  unreasonable, 
discriminatory,  extortionate,  or  unjust,  the  courts  of  the  state  have  juris- 
diction to  entertain  the  complaint.  Empire  Rice  Mill.  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission   (La.)   P.U.R.1919A,  576   (S.  C.  143  La.  1036,  79  So.  833). 

4.  The  Massachusetts  supreme  judicial  court,  although  not  re- 
quired to  express  to  the  general  court  or  either  braach  thereof  opinionh 
as  to  the  constitutionality  of  statutes  already  enacted,  will,  when 
called  upon  to  express  their  opinion  as  to  the  constitutionality  of 
amendments  to  a  statute,  pass  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  original 
act,  if  necessary  to  express  an  intelligent  opinion  upon  the  proposed 
legislation.  Re  Opinion  of  Justices  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  612  (S.  C. 
231  Mass.  603,  122  X.  E.  763). 

5.  The  courts  may  not  inquire  into  an  asserted  excess  or  abuse  of 
discretion  by  the  President  in  exerting  the  authority  conferred  upon 
him  by  joint  resolution  of  July  16,  1918  (40  Stat,  at  L.  904,  chap.  154, 
Comp.  Stat.  1018,  §  3115}x,  Appx.),  to  take  over  and  operate  telephone 
and  telegraph  systems,  as  a  war  emergency  measure.  Dakota  Cent. 
Toleph.  Co.  V.  Houih  DakoU  ex  rel.  Payne   (U.  S.)    P.U.R.1919D,  717 

(S.  C.  250  U.  S.  163,  63  L.  ed.  910,  4  A.L.R.  1623,  39  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
50). 

ft.  Of  Federal  eourts. 

Construction  of  state  law  not  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 

34. 
Power  of  Federal  court  to  regulate  rates,  see  Rates,  19. 

6.  Substantial  Federal  questions  sufficient  to  sustain  the  original 
jurisdiction  of  a  Federal  district  court  are  presented  by  a  bill  which 
seeks  to  enjoin  the  continued  enforcement  of  street  railway  franchise 
ordinances  fixing  rates,  on  the  ground  that  such  rates,  because  of  in- 
creased operating  costs  and  decreased  net  revenues,  due  to  war  condi- 
tions and  an  increased  wage  scale  fixed  by  the  War  Labor  Board,  are 
inadequate  and  confiscatory,  and  that  to  compel  street  railway  opera- 
tion at  unremunerative  rates  is  to  take  the  property  of  the  street  rail- 
way company  without  due  process  of  law.  Columbus  K.  Power  k  Light 
Co.  V.  Colmbus  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  239  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  399,  63  L. 
ed.  660  —  A.L.R.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349). 

7.  A  Federal  court  has  jurisdiction  of  a  bill  which  baj^es  claims 
to  relief  upon  the  sections* of  the  Federal  Constitution.  Hillsdale  Gas- 
light Co.  V.  Hillsdale  (Fed.)  P.I.R.1919F,  941   (S.  C.  258 'Fed.  43r>). 

8.  A  Federal  district  court  which,  having  acquired  jurisdiction 
and  complete  control  of  the  property  of  a  natural  gas  company  operat- 
ing as  a  unit  in  three  states,  turned  over  the  property  in  one  state 
to  a  state  receiver  upon  grounds  of  priority  of  action,  and  subse- 
quently appointed  the  same  person  as  receiver  of  the  property  in  the 
other  two  states,  in  order  that  the  property  could  be  operated  under 
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a  single  management^  has  jurisdiction  of  a  suit  by  such  receiver  to 
enjoin  alleged  confiscatory  rates  fixed  by  state  Commissions.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  v.  Landon  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  834  (S.  O.  249 
U.  S.  236,  63  L.  ed.  677,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  268). 

If.  Who  may  question  jurisdiction, 

9.  A  city  cannot  question  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  to  restrain 
alleged  ill^al  action  by  the  city  with  respect  to  fares  charged  by  a 
street  railway  company,  where  the  city  has  voluntarily  intervened 
in  a  suit  against  the  company  and  a  quasi  receivership  has  been 
ordered  upon  the  city's  demand  for  relief.  Doherty  &  Co.  v.  Toledo  R. 
&  Light  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  230  (S.  C.  254  Fed.  697). 

OBEDIT. 

Rates  beyond  value  of  service  merely  for  maintenance  of  credit, 
see  Retubn,  166.  $ 

Increase  in  operating  expenses  through  award  of  War  Labor  Board 
and  other  war  costs,  resulting  in  receivership  and  destruction 
of  credit  as  constituting  emergency  entitling  utility  to  increase 
in  rates,  see  Return,  237.  • 

Return  sufiiclent  to  maintain  credit,  see  Return,  337. 

Annotation  on  maintenance  of  credit  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,  p.  135. 

Annotation  on  maintenance  of  credit  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
fixinjf  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  531. 

cRossmes. 

1.  In  general,  i— tf , 

//,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission,  &^19. 
a.  In  general,  6^11, 
h»  Effect  of  Federal  control  of  railrfntds,  12,  13, 

c.  Jurisdiction  of  complaint  of  individuals,  14. 

d.  Over  elimination  of  grade  crossings,  15,  16. 

e.  Over  division  of  cost  of  crossings,  17,  IS, 

f.  To    require    indemnity    bonds    upon    construction    of 

crossing,  19, 

III,  Division  of  costs  of  protection  at  crossings,  20,  21. 

IV.  Division  of  cost  of  construction,  22^27, 
V.  Elimination  of  grade  crossings,  28, 

VI,  Private  crossings,  29, 
VII.  Damages  to  adjacent  property,  30, 

VIII,  Time  of  application  for  permission  to  constr\wt  crossing, 
ai.  • 

Annotation  on,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  479. 

1.  In  general. 

Judicial  notice  of  high  cost  of  materials,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  61. 
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Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  between  railroads, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  26. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  creating 
municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission  of  cost 
of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional  Law,  107. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  requiring  installation  of  interlocking  de- 
vice at  railroad  crossing,  see  Mandamus,  4. 

1.  Whether  it  is  the  duty  of  a  railroad  company  to  construct 
an  undergrade  crossing  at  a  particular  highway  depends  upon  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  Southern  K  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  460  (S.  0.  —  Va.  — ,  97  S.  E.  343). 

2.  A  railroad  company  constructing  an  underpass  crossing  is  npt 
protected  by  the  consent  of  the  county  supervisors,  although  tu  cress- 
ing  cannot  be  constructed  without  such  consent,  where  the  super- 
v^ors  authorized  a  crossing  not  in  compliance  with  a  statute  permitting 
the  construction  of  only  such  crossings  as  do  not  "impair,  impede,  or 
obstruct,  in  any  material  degree/'  the  country  road  to  be  crossed. 
Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va*.)  P.U.R.1919B,  460  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  97 
S.  E.  343). 

3.  Under  the  provisions  of  §  1501  of  the  Iowa  Code,  the  board  of 
supervisors  cannot  establish  a  public  highway  merely  because  an 
elevator  company  wishes  to  avoid  having  its  customers  pass  l^  the 
door  of  a  competing  company.  Harrison  County  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W. 
R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919D,  179. 

4.  The  public  necessity  and  convenience  of  a  railroad  crossing  can- 
not be  seriously  questioned  where  it  appears  that  it  will  afford  the  only 
outlet  to  the  trading  place,  postoffice,  and  school  and  church  facilities 
for  at  least  five  families  engaged  in  farming,  whose  prior  outlet  was 
over  the  private  lands  of  others  who  were  proceeding  to  fence  thetd  up, 
cutting  off  such  outlet.  Anderson  v.  St.  Louis  San  Francisco  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  6. 

6.  Streets  of  a  borough  laid  out  according  to  a  plant  not  recorded 
are  public  highways  at  the  point  at  which  they  extend  over  a  railroad 
right  of  way  which  was  acquired  from  a  canal  company,  although,  sub- 
sequent to  the  dedication  and  prior  to  the  actual  incorporation  of  the 
borough,  the  canal  company  condenmed  its  right  of  way  across  such 
streets,  although  the  act  of  incorporation  of  the  town  provided  that  it 
should  have  no  jurisdiction  over  the  canal  and  its  appurtenamces,  and 
although  there  was  no  formal  acceptance  of  the  dedication  by  the 
borough,  it  appearing  that  the  streets  have  been  recognized  as  borough 
streets  for  more  than  half  a  century,  and  the  borough  has  entered  into 
an  agreement  with  the  railroad  company  for  the  abolition  of  grade 
crossing  of  such  streets  over  its  tracks;  and  such  streets  are  public 
highways  to  t|ie  full  width  of  the  original  dedication  notwithstAnding 
that  only  a  portion  of  the  width  over  the  tracks  has  been  used  by  the 
pubUc    Re  Mohr  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  70. 
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n*  JurisdieHonf  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission* 

a.  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  Virginia  Commission  over  crossings  pending  injunction 
suit,  Bee  Appeal  and  Rjcvisw,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  wire  crossing 
over  railroad,  see  Commissions,  17. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Oregon  statute  over  crossings'  af- 
fording ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  cities,  see  Com- 
missions, 21. 

6.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  has  no  power  to  grant  permission 
for  the  construction  of  a  highway  across  the  right  of  way  of  a  rail- 
road company.    Re  Belleville  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  873. 

7.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  authority 
to  control  the  option  of  a  railroad  company  as  to  which  of  two  statu- 
tory methods  of  procedure  for  the  alteration  of  a  highway  crossing  it 
shall  adopt.  «e  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
704. 

8.  The  Montana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  railroad  cross- 
ings within  the  corporate  limits  of  cities  and  towns.  Whitefish  v. 
Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919C,  924. 

9.  Questions  relating  to  the  separation  of  railroad  grade  crossings, 
although  affecting  highways,  are  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Virginia 
Corporation  Commission;  and  such  jurisdiction  is  not  limited  to  cases 
of  new  construction.  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
400  (8.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  97  S.  E.  343). 

10.  The  Idaho  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  determine 
whether  an  additional  highway  crossing  over  a  railroad  is  necessary. 
Coeur  D*Alene  v.  Spokane  &  I.  E.  R.  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  956. 

11.  llie  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  authorize 
the  construction  by  a  private  coal  company  of  crossings  over  the  pub- 
lic highways  to  be  used  by  the  company  for  the  sole  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  its  mining  operation.  Re  Stevens  Coal  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
644. 

h.  Effect  of  Federal  control  of  railroads, 

12.  The  Iowa  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  the  matter  of 
establishing  railroad  crossings  notwithstanding  Federal  control  of  rail- 
roads, since  the  statute  providing  for  government  operation  of  railroads 
expressly  provides  that  such  cases  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  state  Commission.  Harrison  County  v.  Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
(Iowa)  P.U.R.1919D,  179. 

13.  The  jurisdiction  of  state  Commissions  over  the  construction  of 
railroad  crossings  is  in  nowise  affected  by  the  laws  of  Congress,  or  the 
President's  proclamation  with  reference  to  Federal  control  of  railroads, 
where  there  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  show  that  the  exercise  of  Com- 
mission's jurisdiction   will   affect  ''the  transportation  of  troops,  war 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 8. 
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materials,  government  supplies,  or  the  issue  of  stocks  or  bonds."  An- 
derson  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  6. 

c.  Jurisdiction  of  €!Odnplaint  of  individuals. 

Discussion  of  power  of  state  in  exercise  of  its  police  power  to  require 
separation  of  grade  crossings,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  176. 

Discussion  of  power  of  Commission  to  determine  dan|;erous  char- 
acter of  grade  crossing,  as  delegation  of  legislative  authority,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  176. 

14.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  the  power  to  order  the  construc- 
tion of  the  public  highway  crossing  over  a  railroad  notwithstanding 
the  complaint  asking  for  such  construction  was  filed  by  individuals  who 
were  interested  parties,  and  not  by  the  public  officials  of  the  county. 
Anderson  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  6. 

d.  Over  elimination  of  grade  crossings, 

15.  Lack  of  jurisdiction  of  the  Virginia  Commission  to  compel  the 
separation  of  grades  at  railroad  crossings  will  not  be  presumed  on  the 
theory  that  otherwise  it  would  be  within  the  power  of  the  Commission 
to  require  the  expenditure  of  millions  of  dollars  by  the  railroads  of  the 
state.  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919B,  460  (S.  C.  —  Va. 
— ,  97  S.  E.  343). 

16.  The  Virginia  Commission,  having  determined  that  an  under- 
pass crossing  of  a  certain  construction  would  provide  "an  equally 
convenient  road,"  should  not  leave  it  in  the  power  of  a  board  of 
supervisors  to  compel  one  of  different  construction  at  an  unreasonable 
expense,  but  should  order  the  crossing  of  proper  construction  with 
necessary  approaches  whenever  the  supervisors  file  their  consent  thereto. 
Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Com.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919B,  460  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  97 
S.  E.  343). 

e.  Over  division  of  cost  of  crossings. 

Power   of   Missouri   Commission    to   apportion   crossing   expenses   not- 
withstanding contract,  see  Constitutionai^  I>aw,  66. 

17^  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power 
to  determine  whether  the  cost  of  repairs  to  a  bridge  over  the  tracks 
of  a  railroad  should  be  borne  by  a  municipality  or  by  a  street  rail- 
.  way  company  using  the  bridge,  since  in  such  a  case  its  statutory 
authority  is  limited  to  a  determination  of  the  manner  and  the  limits 
in  which  the  work  shall  be  done.  Northbridge  v.  New  York,  K.  H. 
k  H.  R.  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919E,  408. 

18.  The  Maine  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  apportion  the  cost 
of  rebuilding  a  bridge  fonning  part  of  a  highway,  between  the  city 
and  a  railroad  company  and  a  street  railway  company,  which  have 
laid  their  tracks  upon  and  across  the  bridge.  Re  Uustis  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  219. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CRQSSIJTGS,  11.  f— IV.  lis 

/.  To  require  indemnity  bonds  upon  construction  of  crossing, 

19.  The  Oregon  Commission  has  no  power,  upon  granting  permission 
for  the  construction  of  a  spur  track  to  cross  a  highway,  to  require  an 
indemnity  bond  as  a  protection  to  the  county  court  against  accidents 
at  such  crossing.  Re  Oregon  Gravel  A  Ck)ntracting  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  687. 

III.  Division  of  costs  of  protection  at  crossings, 

20.  In  ordinary  cases  10  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  maintaining  cross- 
ing protection  is  a  fair  apportionment  for  an  electric  railway  to  pay 
where  its  tracks  in  the  highway  cross  those  of  a  steam  railroad  at  grade. 
CUuremont  R.  &  Lighting  Co.  ▼•  Boston  &  M.  R.  Go.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  997. 

21.  A  street  railway  company  was  required  to  pay  10  per  cent  of 
t^e  cost  of  the  protection  of  a  railroad  crossing  over  a  highway  upon 
which  the  street  railway  tracks  were  laid,  since  by  statute,  some  part 
of  expense  must  be  apportioned  to  the  street  railway  company,  and  the 
protection  was,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  of  some  benefit  to  the  company, 
as  in  cases  where  the  motorman  might  forget  to  stop  his  car,  or  where 
the  car  became  stalled,  although  if  the  motorman  stopped  his  car  upon 
approaching  -  the  crossing,  as  he  was  required  to  do  by  statute,  there 
would  be  absolutely  no  need  of  a  flagman  at  the  crossing  to  protect  tlie 
street  car.  Keene  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Boston  &.  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  581. 

IV»  Division  of  cost  of  construcUon, 

22.  The  approval  of  an  agreement  between  a  railroad  company  and 
a  city  as  to  the  alteration  of  a  highway  crossing  at  the  expense  of  the 
company,  which  makes  no  provision  for  the  reimbursement  of  other 
public  utilities  for  the  expense  of  relocating  structures  necessitated 
by  such  alteration,  should  not  be  withheld  on  the  theory  that  the 
improvement  is  for  the  sole  beneilt  of  the  railroad  company,  and  that  ^ 
it  should  therefore  bear  every  expense  connected  therewith,  where  the 
alteration  is  made  necessary  by  the  construction  of  a  new  freight 
classification  yard  required  in  the  public  interest.  Re  New  York,  N. 
H.  &  H.  R.  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  704. 

2.3.  The  cost  of  the  conatruotion  oi  a  new  grade  crossing  should  be 
divided  approximately  equally  between  the  interested  parties  and  the 
railroad,  where  the  crossing  will  be  of  benefit  and  convenience  to  the 
public,  and  there  is  not  a  highway  crossing  over  the  tracks  of  the  rail- 
way company  for  a  distance  of  several  miles  from  the  proposed  cross- 
ing. Anderson  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
6. 

24.  Provisions  of  §  50  of  the  Missouri  Public  Servicje  Commission 
Law,  authorizing  and  directing  the  Commission  to  apportion  the  cost 
of  crossings  upon  a  fair  basis,  is  not  repealed  or  modified  by  the  re- 
enactment  of  §  10,626  of  the  Missouri  Revised  Statutes,  subsequent  to 
the  passage  of  the  Public  Utilities  Law,  which  section  casts  the  entire 
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co0t  Off  instftlliDg  and  maintaining  crossings  npdn  the  railway  com- 
pany; since  such  re-enactment  was  made  with  the  view  merely  of  ex- 
tending the  scope  of  the  section  as  to  objects  to  be  attained  by  the  new 
enactment.  Anderson  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919 A,  6. 

25.  The  court  will  not  set  aside  an  order  of  the  Washington  Com- 
mission apportioning  the  cost  of  grade-crossing  construction  and  main- 
tenance, unless  it  appears  that  the  Commission  has  exercised  its  dis- 
cretion arbitrarily.  State  ex  rel.  Tacoma  E.  R.  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R. 
Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  924  (S.  C.  104  Wash.  405,  176  Pac.  639). 

26.  In  apportioning  the  cost  of  grade^croesing  eonstrucUon.  and 
maintenance  between  two  railroad  companies,  no  consideration  should 
be  given  to  the  fact  that  one  railroad  was  bnilt  before  the  other.  State 
ex  rel.  Tacoma  E.  R.  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
924  (S.  C.  104  Wash.  405,  176  Pac  539). 

27.  In  ordering  the  construction  of  a  grade  crossing,  the  Missouri 
Commission  required  the  railway  ocnnpanies  whose  tracks  were  crossed 
to  make  all  track  changes,  bring  all  tracks  to  proposed  street  grade, 
install  orossing  plank,  crossing  signs^  all  culyerts  and  drains  for  drain- 
age of  railway  property  within  their  respective  rights  of  way,  at  their 
own  expense,  joint  construction  to  be  apportioned  between  themselves 
by  agreement;  and  required  the  city  to  make  all  street  improvements 
within  the  railway  company's  rights  of  way  at  its  own  expense,  cross- 
ings and  street  improvements  to  be  maintained  by  the  railways  within 
their  respective  rights  of  way.    Re  Joplin  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  842. 

F*  JBUminatian  •f  ^rade  oro9Bkig9, 

Discussion  of  purpose  for  which  contributions  to  grade  crossing 
improvements  are  made  by  public,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  385. 

28.  A  statute  giving  a  Commission  power  to  lay  out,  establish,  and 
open  new  public  highways,  or  to  abandon  or  vacate  highways  or  por- 
tions of  hi^ways,  in  connection  with  the  abolition,  abandonment,  relo- 
cation, or  reconstruction  of  an  existing  grade  crossing,  does  not  author- 
ize the  construction  of  a  new  public  highway  and  an  overhead  crossing 
in  order  to  afford  access  to  a  school.  Hess  v.  United  States  R.  Admin- 
istration (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  311. 

VI.  Private  croasings. 

Validity  of  South  Dakota  statute  requiring  railroads  to  construct  and 
protect  farm  crossings,  see  Constitutional  Law,  5. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  order  respecting  farm  crossing, 
because  of  failure  of  Ommission  to  make  findings  of  fact  with  re- 
spect to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  42. 

Discussion  of  burden  of  proof  in  proceeding  to  require  the  con- 
struction of  privatq  farm  railroad  crossing,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  452. 

29.  An  order  requiring  the  construction  by  a  railway  company  of 
a  crossing,  cattle  guards,  and  fences  upon  the  request  of  the  owner  of 
land  on  both  sides  of  the  railway,  was  held  not  arbitrary  and  unrea- 
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eonable;  and  designed  to  decrease  rather  than  increase  the  danger  and 
hazard  of  the  traveling  public  and  persons  operating  trains.  Dwjer  v. 
Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co,  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  448  (S.  C.  —  S.  D. 
— ,  171N.  W.  760). 

Vn.  Damages  to  adjacent  property. 

30.  Property  located  1,200  feet  from  the  railroad  on  a  highway 
crossing  such  railroad  is  not  adjacent  thereto  so  as  to  entitle  the 
owner  to  damages  resulting  from  the  inconvenience  caused  by  the  abo- 
lition of  the  crossing.    Re  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1019E,  646. 

vm.  Time  of  application  for  permission  to  construct  crossing » 

31.  An  application  may  be  made  to  the  Public  Service  Commission 
for  permission  to  construct  a  crossing  before  the  right  of  way  for  the 
crossing  has  been  purdhased  or  condemned,  or  the  consent  of  the  rail- 
road thereto  has  been  secured.  Anderson  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco 
R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  6. 

CUIiVERTS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  culverts  to  prevent  flood- 
ing of  adjacent  property,  see  Cobimissionb,  23. 

CURB. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 

to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Repabatign^  7. 
Utility  to  bring  service  pipe  to  curb>  see  Service,  115-118. 
Power  of  city  imder  Wisconsin   statute  to  require  upon  paving 

street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Sebvice,  117. 
Duty  of  water  company  to  extend  adequate  service  lines  to  curb, 

see  Service,  237. 

CUSTOMERS. 

See  Consumers  and  Patrons. 

DAMAGES. 

Retaining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  con- 
struction of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  ATP&kt^ 
AND  Review,  56. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  award  damages  for  breach  of  con- 
tract, see  Commissions,  33. 

From  change  in  crossing,  see  Crossings,  30. 

From  storm,  as  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  20. 

Right  of  action  for  damages  for  violation  of  loi|g  and^rsbort  haul 
clause  of  California  Coustitution,  see  Discrimination,  57. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  municipal  street  railway  not 
taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain^  see  Eminent  Domain, 
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Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by 

Massachusetts  Commission,  see  Leases,  1. 
To  property,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  71-73. 
Cost  of  injuries  from  flood  and  earthquake  to  be  amortized,  see 

Return,  74. 
Allowance  for  damages  in  fixing  operating  expensed,  although  sum 

was  paid  to  association  insuring  utility,  see  Return,  78. 
As  question  for  the  court,  see  Service,  38. 

Annotation  on  questions  of  damages,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  88. 

Annotation  on  damages  from  improper  operation  of  plant,  as  an 
operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  130. 

Discussion  of  right  to  action  for  damages  resulting  from  violation 
of  Utah  Public  Utilities  Act,  P.aR.1919E,  p.  192. 

1.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  question 
of  past  damages  due  to  electrolytic  conditions,  being  concerned  only 
with  Hie  adoption  of  effective  remedies  for  the  future.'  Bras^il  Gas  Co. 
V.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  579. 

2.  Owners  of  property  fronting  on  a  railroad  right  of  way,  held 
in  foe  simple,  have  no  right  to  compensation  for  interference  with  their 
access  by  the  elevation  of  the  company's  tracks,  although  access  has  been 
permitte.l  to  their  property  over  the  company's  right  of  way  for  more 
than  twenty-one  years.    Re  Mohr   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  70. 

3.  Only  the  owners  of  property  immediately  adjacent  to  a  railroad 
company's  right  of  way  were  held  entitled,  upon  the  elevation  of  the 
company's  tracks,  to  damages  on  account  of  interference  with  light,  air, 
etc.,  by  the  vacating  and  narrowing  of  streets,  and  the  building  of  piers 
therein.     Re  Mohr   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  70. 

4.  No  right  exists  to  compensation  for  damages  sustained  from 
noise,  dust,  smoke,  etc.,  due  to  the  elevation  of  a  railroad  company's 
tracks  and  operation  of  trains  thereon.  Re  Mohr  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
70. 

5.  An  abutting  property  owner  can  claim  damages  for  injuries 
caused  by  a  change  in  the  grade  of  the  street  only  to  the  extent  that 
such  damage  exceeds  the  benefits,  and  this  is  to  be  determined  by  the 
market  value  of  the  property  immediately  prior  to  and  after  the  mak- 
ing of  the  improvement.    Re  Mohr  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  70. 

DEBTS. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  cre- 
ating municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission 
of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Oonstitutiowal  Law, 
107. 

DECLARATIOir. 

Effect  of  declaration  by  ofhcers  and  stockholders  that  company 
is  not  a  quasi  public  corporation,  made  for  purpose  of  extend- 
ing corporate  life,  see  Public  Utilities,  35. 
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DECREBS. 

Proeeedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  ai 
decree  enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appsal  and 
^  Review,  59-62. 

DEBIOATIOir. 

What  constitutes  dedication  of  water  to  public  use,  see  Public 
UTIIJTIE&,   48.  ^ 

DEDUCTIONS  FROM  INCOME. 

Not  considered  in  prescribing  rates, -see  Rettuiht,  6. 

DEEDS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  in  deed  between  privat* 
parties,  see  Constitutional  Law,  80. 

DEFENSES. 

Defenses  to  right  of  acticm  for  damages  for  violation  of  long  and 
short  haul  clause^  ftee  Discrimination,  58. 

DEFERRED  MAINTENANCE. 

^ot  ground  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Return,  115. 

DEFINITENESS. 

Definiteness  of  municipal  ordinance  fixing  electric  raties  to  consum- 
ers, see  Rates,  9. 

DEUkWARE. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  franchise  rates,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  58. 

Delegation  of  legislative  power  to  Conunission,  see  Constitutiow- 
AL  Law,  93. 

Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rates  under  Delaware 
statute,  see  Parties,  2. 

Delaware  statute  requiring  hearing  before  granting  oi  order  in- 
creasing rates,  see  Rates,  204". 

DEUkT. 

In  acquisition  of  plant  by  municipality,  see  Munichpal  Plants, 
9. 

DELEGATION  OF  POWERS. 

Delegation  of  power  to  Commission,  see  Constitution ai  Law,  9ft- 
W. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  compa- 
nies for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Int]Srcx)RPOBate  Relations, 
3.  ' 

Delegation  of  power  to  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract 
rates,  see  Rates,  63-88. 
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Discussion  of  power  of  Ck>mmi8sioii  to  determine  dbngerouB  charac- 
ter of  grade  crossing,  aa  delegation  ol  legislative  authority,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  176. 

DELIVERT.  * 

Sunday  express  pick-up  and  delivery  service,  see  Sesvicb,  12$i 

DEMAND. 

As  element  to  be  considered  in  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment, 

39. 
Demand  chaargea  lor  electricity,  see  Bates,  218,  236,  237. 
Aggregate  of  demand  as  peak  load,  see  Sbbvice,  119. 

DEMAND  HOTE8. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues. 

DEMURRAGE. 

Delay  cawsed  by  forest  fire  as  giving  relief  from  demurrage  charge, 
see  Rates,  314. 

DEMURRER. 

Function  and  effect  of  demurrer  to  return  to  alternative  writ  of 

mandamus,  see  Mandamus,  9-11. 
Sufficiency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximum 

rate  statute,  see  Pleading,  5. 
To  petition  for  penalty  because  of  failure  of  telephone  company 

to  obey  order  as  to  physical  connection,  see  Pleadino,  6. 

DE  NOVO. 

Action  to  set  order  aside  as  trial  de  novo  under  Indiana  statute, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  10. 

DENSITY  OF  TRAFFIC. 

As  affecting  commutation  rates,  see  Rates,  275. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  passenger  rates  on  railroad, 
see  Rates,  296. 

DBPABTMENT8  OF  UTIUTT. 

Each  department  of  utility  to  be  self  sustaining,  see  Retubn,  202-' 
209. 

DEPOSIT* 

Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchas- 
ing bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  79. 

For  guaranteeing  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  7. 

Right  to  require  deposit  from  consumer  upon  rendering  additional 
service,  see  Service,  64. 

I^poait  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  render  service 
applied  for,  see  Service,  65. 
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Deposit  required  of  oonaumers  <»  extension  of  service,  aee  Seby- 

ICE,  82-86. 
For  meters,  see  Scbvice,  111>113. 
Deposit  required  by  gas  company  for  extension  of  mains,  see  Sfbv« 

ICB,  131. 

Annotation  on  discriminatory  practices  in  requiring  deposits,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  63. 

DEPOTS. 

Generally,  see  Stations  and  Stops. 

What  constitutes  depot  grounds,  see  Railroads,  9. 

DEPRECIATION. 

I,  In  general,  i— 5. 
II,  Power  of  CommisMon,  6. 

III.  Definitions,  7,  8, 

IV,  Distinction  between  maintenance  and  depreciation,  (^12, 
V.  Necessity  of  pr(n}iding  for,  IS-'IS, 

VI,  Basis  for  computing  depreciation,  16^19, 
VII,  Methods  of  computing  depreciation,  20—27, 

a.  Effect  of  repairs  and  high  degree  of  efficiency,  20-22. 
h.  Methods  generally,  23—26, 

c.  Straight  line  or  sinking  fund  method,  26. 

d.  Inspection  or  theoretical  method,  27. 
VIII,  Items  chargeable  to  depreciaUon,  28-30. 

a.  In  general,  28,  29, 
h.  Depreciation  of  overheads,  30. 
IX,  Hate  of  depreciation,  31-69. 
a.  Bleetrio  plant,  31—42. 
h,  Oas  plant,  43-^6 , 

c.  Heating  plant,  46,  47. 

d.  Interurhan  railways,  48,  49. 

e.  Municipal  plants,  SO. 

f.  Sewers,  51. 

g.  Street  railways^  &2—&S. 
h*  Telephone  plant,  66-64. 
i.  Water  plant,  66-69, 

X,  Effect  of  accrued  depreciation  on  valuation. 
XI.  F%mds  or  reserves,  70,  71. 

I,  In  general. 

Accounting  for,  see  Accounting. 

Accounting  for  abandoned  property,  see  Accounting,  9. 

Cost  of  replacements  not  included  in  operating  expenses  where  already 

included  in  depreciation,  see.  Return,  108. 
Allowance  for  depreciation  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return,  66, 

118-120. 
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Utility  entitled  to  earn  operating  expenses,  depreciation,  and  taxes, 
see  Return,  141. 

Excessive  dividends  not  to  be  paid  at  expense  of  depreciatioB  fond,  see 
Rbtubn,  360. 

Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciation  and  mainte- 
nance, see  Return,  355. 

Depreciation  of  railroad  to  be  taken  into  consideration  upon  question 
of  abandonment,  see  Service,  92. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  allowances  in  valuation  for  municipal  pur- 
chase, see  Valuation,  46. 

Depreciation  reserve  not  to  be  deducted  in  arriving  at  original  cost,  sec 
Valuation,   56. 

Depreciation  made  good  not  to  be  considered  in  estimating  early  losses^ 
see  Valuation,  219. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  generally,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.   746. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  depreciation  as  operating  expense  or 
part  of  return,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  167. 

Discussion  of  the  primary  reason  for  including  depreciation  charges 
in  operating  expenses,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  292. 

Discussion  as  to  what  constitutes  depreciation,  causes  thereof,  and 
necessity  of  providing  therefor,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  350. 

1.  A  liberal  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  depreciation  of  an 
electrical  plant  where  its  water  power  is  leased  and  the  entire  invest- 
ment may  have  to  be  abandoned  or  sold  at  a  sacrifice  before  it  is  all 
worn  out,  or  a  substantial  part  abandoned  and  other  power  provided. 
Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977. 

2.  A  railway  company  is  entitled  to  receive  annually  from  its 
rate  payers  a  sum  sufficient  to  make  renewals  and  replacements  that 
would  merely  cover  the  amount  of  value  that 'goes  out  of  the  property 
by  reason  of  its  use  for  a  current  year.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Rhode  Island  Co.   (R.  I.)   P.U.R.191©F,  723. 

3.  A  claim  for  increased  rates  to  take  care  of  depreciation  by  a 
utility  whose  management  makes  a  practice  <^  showing  depreciation 
at  no  other  time  does  not  merit  as  considerate  treatment  as  it  would 
if  the  Commission  and  public  had  been  previously  and  completely  ad- 
vised as  to  this  matter  by  the  utility's  annual  reports.  Re  Oi^gon  Pow- 
er Co.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1919F,  620. 

4.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  refused  to  require  a  street  railway 
company  immediately  to  set  aside  a  fixed  sum  annually  for  depreciation 
to  be  used  only  to  meet  replacement  expenditures,  where  it  appeared 
that  the  amount  of  the  company's  revenue  was  more  or  less  uncertain. 
Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.Itl919F,  640. 

5.  In  the  absence  of  evidence  on  the  point  it  will  not  be  assumed 
that  a  town  ownin)^  a  water  plant  has  received  revenue  sufficient  in 
the  past  to  have  taken  care  of  depreciation  in  addition  to  a  fair  return 
on  the  property  and  the  actual  cost  of  rendering  the  service.  Squirrel 
Island  Village  Corp.  v.  Boothbay  Harbor  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919F,  154. 
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II.  Power  of  Commis»ion. 

6.  Control  by  a  Commission  over  rates  necessarily  carries  with  it 
control  over  the  reserves  established  to  take  care  of  depreciation.  Re 
Chicago  R,  Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

III.  DefiniUonH. 

Definition   of  "annual  depreciation  amount,"  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  836. 
Definition  of  "depreciation,"  P.'U.K.1919F,  p.  830. 
Definition  of  "depreciable  cost,"  1919F,  p.  836. 
Definition  of  "life"  as  applied  to  utility  plant  in  ascertaining  cost 
of  reproduction,  P.U.K.1919F,  p.  837. 

Definition  of  "annual  depreciation  per  cent,"  p.  839. 

7.  Depreciation,  as  ordinarily  understood,  means  the  lessening  in 
value  which  may  be  due  tio  one  of  a  great  many  causes,  a  few  of  which 
are  use,  wear  and  tear,  stotms,  and  obsolescence.  Birmingham  v. 
Southern  Bell  Teleph.  A  Telegi  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

8.  Depreciation   is   the   lessening   in   value   of  a  property   due  to  * 
wear  and  tear  in  operation,  the  action  of  the  elements,  inadequacy  and 
obsolescence,  and  deferred  maintenance.    Re  Brigham  Mun.  Corp.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919E,  339. 

IV.  Diatinction  'between  maintenance  and  aepi*eciati€m. 

No  allowance  for  depreciation  where  maintenance  charges  are  high, 
see  Return,  233. 

Expenditures  of  telephone  company  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as  charge- 
able to  depreciation  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Return,  76. 

Annotation  on  distinction  between  maintenance  and  depreciation, 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.   167. 

Discussion  of  distinction  between  depreciation  and  maintenance, 
P.U.R.1919D,  p.  41. 

Discussion  as  to  the  distinction  between  depreciation  and  main- 
tenance and  necessity  for  making  distinction,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  359. 

9.  The  full  amount  necessary  to  take  care  of  accruing  deprecia- 
tion cannot  be  added  to  operating  expenses,  unless  all  replacements 
charged  to  operation  are  eliminated.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

10.  Charges  to  operating  expenses  because  of  depreciation  expen- 
ditures will  be  deducted  in  a  rate  proceeding  where  normal  allowances 
have  been  made  for  depreciation.  Re  Citizens  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  352. 

11.  A  utility  should  receive  no  separate  allowance  to  care  for  depre- 
ciation reflected  in  the  normal  op^r^tii^ig  expenses  as  required  by  the 
rules  of  accounting  approved  by  the  Commission.  Re  East  St.  Louis 
R.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

12.  A  joint  maintenance  and  depreciation  account  to  which  all  main- 
tenance items  Were  charged,  with  the  residue  available  for  depreciation, 
was  disapproved,  and  a  separate  account  for  depreciation  ordered  and 
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rules  established.    Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  £.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  607. 

F.  Necessity  of  providing  for. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  failure  to  make  proper  charges  to  depre- 
ciation reserve,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  917. 

13.  A  reasonable  allowance  must  be  made  to  cover  annual  depre- 
ciation. Re  Jefferson  &  Civil  Bend  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
650. 

14.  An  ample  reserve  for  depreciation  is  a  necessity  in  the  case  of 
every  public  utility,  and  rates  should,  therefore,  be  such  as  to  permit 
the  creation  and  maintenance  of  such  a  reserve.  Westminster  v.  Con- 
solidated Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

15.  A  depreciation  reserve  must  be  provided  before  there  is  any 
revenue  which  may  be  properly  called  net  earnings;  and  no  possible 
benefit  can  accrue  to  the  public  through  ^he  establishment  of  an  inade- 
quate percentage  for  such  reserve.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R,1919B,  791. 

VI.  Btisis  for  computing  depreciation. 

Annotation  on  basis  for  computing  depreciation,  P.U.R.1919F,  p. 
167. 

16.  Pending  a  physical  valuation,  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  a  mu- 
nicipal utility  plant  to  date  was  accepted  as  a  basis  for  fixing  a  rate 
of  depreciation.     Re  Brigham  Mun.  Corp.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919E,  339. 

17.  No  consideration  should  be  given  to  war  prices  in  determining 
the  annual  allowance  for  accruing  depreciation  where  the  uniform 
ilccounts  of  the  Commission  provide  that  the  excess  of  the  cost  of  re- 
placements or  substitutions  over  that  of  the  original  unit  shall  be 
charged  to  the  capital  account  upon  which  a  return  may  be  earned.  Re 
Champaign  &,  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

18.  The  depreciation  cliarge  to  be  provided  for  by  railroad  companies 
using  a  union  staticm,  to  the  cost  of  which  the  public  authorities  have 
contributed,  should  be  based  upon  the  total  cost  of  the  station,  and  not 
upon  the  net  cost  to  the  company  owning  it.  Re  Boston  &  A.  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)   P.U.R.1919A,  326. 

19.  The  annual  allowance  for  depreciation  should  be  a  percentage 
of  the  depreciable  plant  value,  rather  than  a  percentage  of  the  gross 
income.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  224. 

VII.  Methods  of  computing  deprepiation. 
a.  Effect  of  repairs  and  high  degree  of  e/flciency. 

20.  While  the  age  of  the  various  units  of  a  plant  is  always  a  prime 
factor  in  determining  the  amount  of  depreciation  in  a  property,  tliere 
must  always  be  taken  into  consideration  the  amount  of  repairs  which 
have  been  made.  Re  Gothenburg  Teleph.  Exch.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919P, 
681.    . 
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21.  An  appliance,  il  found  at  the  end  of  three  fourths  ef  the  period 
of  its  theoretical  life  to  be  rendering  approximately  100  per  cent  serv- 
ice, is  entitled,  so  far  as  the  matter  of  return  upon  the  inrestmcnt  is 
concerned,  to  be  given  a  value  greater  than  that  which  might  be  repre- 
sented by  the  i^emaining  theoretical  life.  6quirrel  Island  Village  Corp. 
V.  Boothbay  Harbor  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919F,  154. 

22.  Charges  for  replacements  or  renewals  over  periods  of  eight  or 
eleven  years  are  not  indicative  of  accruing  depreciation  of  a  street  rail- 
way system,  since  its  life  extends  beyond  such  period.  Re  United  R. 
Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1019F,  2W. 

h.  Methods  generally. 

Annotation  on  methods  of  computing  depreciation,  P.U.R.1019B, 
p.  747;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  167. 

Statement  of  method  used  by  Commission  engineer  in  ascertain- 
ing total  accrued  depreciation  of  utility  property,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  427. 

Statement  that  difference  between  condition  per  cent  of  new  plant 
and  present  condition  of  plant  is  the  measure  of  accrued  depreciation, 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  426. 

23.  In  determining  the  amount  of  accrued  depreciation  in  a  valua- 
tion for  rate  making,  the  actual  rather  than  the  theoretical  condition 
of  the  property  should  be  controlling.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.^  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

24.  A  contention  by  a  utility  in  proceedings  for  the  municipal  ac- 
quisition of  a  utility  plant  that  theoretical  depreciation  as  disclosed 
by  life  tables  should  be  disregarded,  and  that  actual  rather  than  theo- 
retical depreciation  should  control,  and  that  depreciation  should  be 
measured  by  the  so-called  sinking-fund  method  rather  than  by  the 
straight-line  method,  is  inconsistent,  since  both  the  sinking-fund  method 
and  the  straight-line  method  are  theoretical  estimates  of  depreciation, 
and  boUi  methods,  of  necessity,  depend  on  life  tables.  Re  Redding  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  416. 

25.  The  amount  of  the  annual  accruing  depreciation  on  the  original 
cost  of  depreciable  utility  property  was  obtained  by  multiplying  the 
cost  new  of  each  unit  less  its  scrap  value  by  the  reciprocal  on  the  total 
expected  useful  life  of  that  unit.  Re  Mattoon  Clear  Water  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  28. 

e.  Straight  line  or  Mnking^fund  tnethq^* 

Discussion  of  distinction  between  straight-line  and  sinking-fund 
methods  of  computing  depreciation,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  352. 

26.  The  Missouri  Commission  favors  the  straight  line  rather  than 
the  Binking-fund  method  of  calculating  the  amount  of  accrued  de- 
preciation. Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  853. 

d.  Infipection  or  theoretical  method, 

27.  In   determining    the   amount   of   accrued   depreciation    in    cal- 
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culating  the  rate  base,  the  actual,  and  not  theoretical,  condition  of 
the  property  should  be  considered.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v. 
Springfield    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919D,  858.. 

VIII*  Items  chargeable  to  depredation. 

a.  In  general, 

28.  Losses  due  to  the  reconstruction  of  buildings  or  sale  of  super- 
seded equipment  in  the  usual  course  of  buainess  should  lie  taken  eare 
of  by  charges  to  depreciation.  Re  Capiikal  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.K. 
1910F,  779. 

29.  The  expense  incident  to  damage  caused  by  storm  is  properly 
chargeable  against  the  depreciation  reserve,  and  should  therefore  be 
eliminated  from  a  statement  of  operating  expenses.  *Re  Jefferson  A  Civil 
Bend  Telq^h.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919A,  660. 

1>.  Depreciation  of  overheads, 

30.  Depreciation  exists  as  to  the  larger  of  the  items  ordinarily 
classed  as  overhead  expense.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (III.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

IX,  Rate  of  depreciation, 
All6ivance  'for  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  Hatbs,  290. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  natural  gas  utility,  P.U.R.1919F,  p. 


170. 


a.  Electric  plant. 


Annotation  on  rate  of  depreciation  for  electric  utility,  P.l\R,1919F, 
p.  169. 

31.  In  a  valuation  for  rate  making  the  accrued  depreciation  on  a 
hydroelefctric  plant  was  estimated  at  the  rate  of  li  per  cent  per  year, 
or  a  total  depreciation  of  7i  per  cent  for  five  years.  Re  Appalachian 
Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

32.  An  annual  allowance  of  only  3  per  cent  was  made  for  depre- 
ciation of  an  <»loctric  plant  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  property  had 
been  maintained  in  a  high  state  of  efficiency.  Re  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1919A,  602. 

33.  An  electric  company  was  ordered  to  set  aside  at  least  3  per 
cent  of  its  earnings  as  a  depreciation  fund.  Re  Big  Springs  Electric 
Co.    (UUh)    P.U.R.1919F,  946. 

34.  An  allowance  of  3  per  cent  for  the  annual  depreciation  of  the 
pro])erty  of  an  electric  distributing  company  is  a  reasonable  allowance. 
Manchester  v.  Colonial  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Vt.)  P.U.K.1919D,  21. 

35.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  made  an  allowance  of  3  per  cent 
for  the  depreciation  of  an  electric  plant.  Re  Hinton  Water,  Light  & 
Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

36.  An  electrical  company  was  allowed  4  per  cent  annually  as  a  re- 
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serve  for  depreciation.  Allen  v.  Boyertown  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  436. 

37.  An  annual  allowance  of  6  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  an 
electric  distributing  company's  system  for  accruing  depreciation  was 
held  reasonable  in  a  rate  proceeding.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co. 
(Idaho)  P,U.R.1919A,  552. 

38.  The  annual  charge  for  the  depreciation  of  an  electric  plant 
should  not  be  less  than  5  per  c(rnt,  if  the  entire  investment  may  have 
to  be  abandoned  before  it  is  all  worn  out.    Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co. 

(Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977. 

39.  An  electrical  company  was  held  entitled  to  an  annual  allow- 
ance of  5  per  cent  for  depreciation.  Re  Edina  Light  (Ik).  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  616. 

40.  In  fixing  rates  for  a  municipal  electric  utility  which  had  al- 
'  lowed  its  plant  to  depreciate  to  the  extent  of  80  per  cent,  the  city 

was  alIo\7ed  to  set  aside  5  per  cent  annually  of  the  cost  of  the  plant 
for  accruing  depreciation,  and  5  per  cent  in  addition  to  provide  for 
past  depreciation.  Re  Brigham  City  Mun.  Corp.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E, 
339. 

41.  In  a  rate  proceeding,  the  Illinois  Commission  fixed  the  sum  of 
$13,500  as  a  reasonable  allowance  for  annual  accruing  depreciation  of 
an  electric , plant,  the  value  of  which  was  fixed  at  $300,000.  Re  Mon- 
mouth Pub.  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  494. 

42.  The  Illinois  Commission  fixed  $25,000  as  a  reasonable  allowance 
for  accruing  depreciation  of  an  electric  plant  valued  at  $1,030,000,  Re 
Quincy  R.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  390. 

h.  Gas  plant. 

Annotation   on  rate  of  depreciation  for  gas  utility,  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  169. 

43.  A  gas  utility  was  ordered  to  set  aside  annually  on  the  expira- 
tion of  a  temporary  period  for  which  rates  are  fixed,  1^  per  cent  of  the 
value  of  its  property  other  than  lands,  materials,  and  supplies  for 
depreciation.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
507. 

44.  A  gas  utility  was  ordered  to  set  aside  annually,  for  deprecia- 
tion, 2  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  depreciable  property  including 
future  additiofts,  extensions,  and  improvements.  Re  Brazil  Gas  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  263. 

45.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  annually  of  the  value  of  the  de- 
preciable property  of  a  gas  company  was  authorized  as  a  depreciation 
reserve,  such  reserve  to  make  unnecessary  the  setting  up  of  special 
reserve  accounts  hitherto  carried  by  the  company  on  particular  items 
of  physical  property.  Re  Utah  Gas  k  Coke  Ck).  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D, 
645. 

c.  Heating  plant, 

46.  A  depreciation  of  1.84  per  cent  on  the  value  of  a  utility  hot 
water  heating  plant  on  the  4  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis  was  held  ade- 
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quate  under  the  evidence.     Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k   P.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  318. 

47.  In  fixing  hot  water  heating  rates,  an  annual  allowance  of  4  per 
cent  was  made  for  depreciation.  Re  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  558. 

d»  Intern  rhan  Railicays, 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  electric  railways,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
169;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  169. 

48.  There  is  no  good  reason  for  allowing  a  6  per  cent  depreciation 
upon  all  of  the  elements  involved  in  the  total  investment  in  an  electric 
railway,  if  renewals  and  replacements  are  charged  to  gross  earnings, 
especially  where  the  company  has  never  adopted  the  policy  of  carrying 
a  substantial  depreciation  account.  Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  16L 

49.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  made  an  allowance  of  $36,976  for 
the  annual  depreciation  of  a  traction  company's  property  the  present 
value  of  which  was  fixed  at  $2,350,000.  Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  493. 

e,  Mnnicipal  plants. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  municipal  plant,  P.U.R.1019B,  p. 
748. 

50.  An  annual  allowance  of  1  per  cent  upon  the  depreciable  property 
of  a  municipal  water  plant  was  held  reasonable  in  a  proceeding  to 
determine  the  reasonableness  of  its  rates.  Re  Hammond  Waterworks, 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

/.  Servers, 

51.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  made  an  allowance  for  deprecia- 
tion of  approximately  1  per  cent  upon  tlie  agreed  valuation  of  a  sewer 
plant.  Wayne  Title  &  Trust  Co.  v.  Wayne  Sewerage  Co,  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  404. 

g.  Street  railways, 

62.  An  amount  reserved  by  a  street  railway  company  for  accruing 
depreciation  which  approximates  2.47  per  cent,  or  2.97  per  cent  on  the 
estimated  values  of  its  property,  is  not  excessive.  Re  United  R.  0>. 
(Mo.)    P.U.R.1919F,  264. 

53.  In  determining  the  allowance  for  the  operating  expenses  of  a 
street  railway  company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  computed  deprecia- 
tion of  the  entire  property  at  the  rate  of  2-82  per  cent  per  annum. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
504. 

54.  In  construing  the  probable  operating  expense  account  of  a 
street  railway  company,  provision  should  be  made  for  an  adequate 
depreciation  reserve  on  the  basis  of  2  per  cent  of  the  flat  field  cost? 
of  track-  and  roadway,  electrical  construction,  and  other  fixed  improve- 
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ments,  and  3  per  cent  of  the  flat  field  costs  of  rolling  stock,  power  house 
equipment,  shop  machinerj,  and  tools  and  other  equipment.  Re  New 
York  State  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  765. 

55.  An  annual  allowance  of  $60,000  was  made  for  accruing-  depre- 
ciation of  a  street  railroad  company's  property,  the  fair  value  of  which 
waa  fixed  at  $2,900,000,  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Tri- 
City  R  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

h.  Telephone  plant. 

Annotation   on   depreciation  of  telephone   plant,  P.U.R.1919A,   p. 
656;   P.U.R.1911)F,  p.  170. 

Tahlee  showing  life  of  various  units  of  telephone  plant,  P.U.R.1919D, 
p.  359. 

50.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  telephone  rates  the  Wisi- 
c<msin  Commission  computed  depreciation  on  a  3  per  cent  sinking 
fund  hasis.     Re  Pierce  County  Teleph.   Co.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919F,  92. 

57.  A  telephone  utility  was  authorized  to  set  aside  5  per  cent  of 
the  value  of  its  depreciable  property  annually  for  depreciation.  Re 
Fulton  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  854, 

58.  A  telephone  company 'was  ordered  to  set  aside  for  depreciation 
an  amount  equal  to  5  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  depreciable  property. 
Re  Twelve  Mile  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  504. 

59.  An  allowance  of  5  per  cent  per  annum  for  depreciation  of  a 
telephone  plant  was  held  reasonable  during  the  period  covered  by  an 
emergency  rate.     Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.RJ919C,  209. 

60.  An  annual  allowance  of  5.5  per  cent  for  the  depreciation  of  a 
t«*lephone  plant  in  the  city  of  Birmingham  was  held  reasonable.  Bir- 
mingham V.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  ATeleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

61.  In  estimating  the  operating  expenses  of  a  telephone  company, 
the  Wisconsin  Commission  reduced  the  depreciation  charged  to  operat- 
ing expenses  to  6  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  property. 
Re  ITieresa  Union  TelepK  Oo.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  909. 

62.  An  allowance  of  7  per  cent  for  the  depreciation  of  a  telephone 
plant  is  ample  and  reascmable.  Re  Salem  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  734. 

63.  An  allowance  of  6  per  cent  for  annual  depreciation  of  a  tele- 
phone plant  or  of  9  per  cent  for  both  maintenance  and  depreciation  was 
held  sufficient,  notwithstanding  material  increases  in  the  cost  of  every- 
thing entering  into  telephone  plants.  Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  35. 

64.  In  view  of  the  increased  cost  of  materials  entering  into  the 
eonstruction  and  repair  of  telephone  property,  the  Nebraska  Commis- 
sion made  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent  to  cover  maintenance  and  de- 
preciation, rather  than  the  normal  allowance  of  8  or  9  per  cent.  Re 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  528. 

i.  Water  plant. 

Annotation  on  rate  of  depreciation  of  water  utility,  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  171. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 9. 
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65.  A  depreciation  of  .8  of  1  per  cent  per  annum  was  held  sufficient 
to  take  care  of  accruing  depreciation  of  a  water  company's  property. 
Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.*)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

66.  An  annual  allowance  of  1  per  cent  of  the  depreciable  value  of  a 
municipal  water  plant  was  made  for  depreciation;  Re  Bluftton  Munic- 
ipal Light  &  Waterworks   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919E,  117. 

67.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  a  water  company,  an  annual  allowance 
for  depreciation  of  1.5  per  cent  of  the  estimated  reproduction  cost  new 
of  the  property  was  made.  Re  Independent  Waterworks  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  699. 

68.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  made  an  allowance  of  3  per 
cent  for  the  depreciation  of  a  water  plant.  Re  Hinton  Water,  Light 
&  Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

69.  A  water  company  the  value  of  whose  property  for  rate  making 
was  fixed  at  $200,000  was  allowed  $1,708.11  for  annual  depreciation. 
Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

X,  Effect  of  accrued  depreciation  on  valuation. 

To   be  considered   in   v<aluation   proceedings,   under   Ohio   statute,   see 

Valuation,  7. 
Consideration    of   accrued   depreciation    in    valuation    proceedings,   see 

Valuation,  72-80. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  423. 

Definition  of  "accrued  depreciation,"  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  836. 

XI.  Funds  or  reserves. 
Depreciation  funds  not  to  be  distributed  as  dividends,  see  Rettubn,  348. 

Annotation  on  oare  of  depreciation  fimds,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  747; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  168. 

Discussion  of  the  depreciation  reserve,  its  object,  necessity,  and 
treatment  in  accounting  and  valuation,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  339. 

Rule  or  requirement  governing  investment  and  accounting  for  de- 
preciation fund  or  reserve,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  129. 

70.  In  determining  the  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making, 
the  burden  is  on  the  company  to  show  that  no  part  of  the  money  set 
aside  to  care  for  depreciation  has  been  included  in  the  capital  account. 
Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

71.  Money  raised  to  pay  for  depreciation  should  not  be  considered 
as  capital  upon  which  a  return  is  to  be  made  to  stockholders  as  divi- 
dends in  the  future.  But  when,  under  the  rates  allowed,  dividends  are 
fairly  earned  and  declared,  such  dividends  become  the  property  of  the 
stockholders,  and,  if  used  to  make  proper  additions  to  the  property, 
such  additions  should  be  considered  in  adjusting  rates.  Re  Lincoln 
Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W. 
192). 
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BESK  SETS. 

Charge  far  telephone  desk  sets,  see  Rates,  373,  374. 

DEVELOPMENT  COSTS. 

Consideration  of  going  value  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valua- 
tion, 201-227. 

DEVEI^PMENT  LOSSES. 

Consideration  of  development  losses  or  obsolescent  property,  see 
Valuation,   160-158. 

DEVELOPMENT  PERIOD. 

Consideration   of   fact  that  utility  is   in   development   stage,   see 

•     Keiltrn,  196. 
Emergency  relief  during,  see  Return,  280. 
Capitalization   of   losses   during,  as  measure   of  going  value,   sei' 

Valuation,  214-221. 
Length    of   development   period   for   estimating   going   value,   see 

Valuation,  224. 

DIRECT  CURRENT. 

Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  alternating 
to  direct  current  service,  see  Service,  123. 

DIRECTION. 

Same  charge  for  messages  in  either  direction,  see  Discrimination, 
73. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL  OF  RAILROADS. 

See  also  Railroads. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  rates  of  railroad 
under   Federal  control,  see   Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Director  General  as  proper  party  to  complain  against  railroad  rates, 
see  Parties,  8. 

Director  General  as  party  to  proceedings  to  compel  railroad  imder 
Fe<leral  control  to  construct  sidetrack,  see  Parties,  11. 

Director  General  of  railroads  bb  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  railroad  rates  as  limited  hy 
Federal  control  of  railroads,  see  Rates,  35-41. 

Requiring  erection  of  station  notwithstanding  order  of  Director 
General,  see  Service,  147. 

DIRECTORIES. 

Validity  of  telephone  rate  listed  in  directory  hut  not  approved  by 
Commission,  see  Rates,  30.  ^ 

Necessity  for  filing  charge  for  change  of  name  in  telephone  direc- 
tory although  ordered  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  201. 
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DIRECTORS. 

Allowance  for  property  paid  for  oat  of  earnings  due  to  uncom- 
pensated services  of  directors,  see  Valuation,  lOL 

DISCONTimJANCE  OF  SERVICE. 

Generally,  see  Abandonment  of  Sebvicb. 
For  nonpayment,  see  Payment,  12-18. 

Consumers  discontinuing  service  to  save  minimum  charge  to  pay  for 
resetting  meter,  see  Rates,  210. 

DISCONTINUITT. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 

DISCOUNT. 

Difference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  electric  bills  of  mov- 
ing picture  theater  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbiminatioit,  88. 

For  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  3-6. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  discount  of  bills  because 
of  inadequate  service,  see  Rates,  112, 113. 

Issuance  of  stock  for  payment  of  bond  discount,  see  Sbourity  Is- 
sues, 25. 

Consideration  of  bond  discount  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Val- 
uation, 110-117. 

DISCRETION. 

Of  Commission  as  affecting  conclusiveness  of  order,  see  Apfbal  jbXD 
Review,  18. 

Louisiana  Commission  not  required  to  ehow  cause  as  to  dis- 
cretionary order,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  21. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  disoretion  by  President  wider 
Federal  Control  Act,  see  Coubts,  5. 

Mandamus  to  oompel  exercise  of  discretion,  see  Mandamus,  7* 

DISCRIMIKATIOlf. 

I.   As  to  rates,  1~74. 
a.  In  general,  1^-9. 
h.  Concessions  to  dosses  of  consumers,  lO^^O, 

1.  Promoters,  10. 

2.  MunicipaliUes,  Il-^IS. 

3.  School  children,  19. 

4.  Churches  and  charities,  20. 

5.  Stockholders,  21^23. 

e.  Owners  of  equipment,  24-^27. 

7,  Old  patrons,  28. 

S.  Large  consumers,  29. 

9.  New  industries,  30. 

c.  As  between  localities,  31,  32. 

d.  In  class  or  lUnd  of  rates  offered,  33~^0. 
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I. — Qontintied. 

e.  Deviation  front  fUed  9chedtUe,  87, 

f.  Mental  of  patrons  equipnient,  BS. 

g.  Contract  rates  as  discriminatory t  89''42. 

h.  Burden  of  proof  as  to  discrimination  in  rates,  48. 
i.  JHscrim^ination  hy  particular  utilities,  44. 

1.  Electricity,  44-^6, 

2.  Gas,  47,  48. 

3.  Heating,  49. 

4.  Interurhan  railways,  60-^8. 

5.  Railroads,  54^60. 

(a)  In  general,  64. 

(h)   Long  and  short  haul,  66-~59, 

(c)   Absorption  of  switching  charges,  COp 
e.  Street  railways,  61^64, 
7.  Telephones,  65—73. 

(a(  In  general,  65^70. 

(h)   Combination  charge,  71. 

(c)  Party  lines,  72. 

(d)  Different  charge  for  outgoing  and , incoming 

messages,  78. 
8.  Water  companies,  74. 
MI.  As  to  service,  75— iS7. 
a.  Electricity,  75—7^. 
h.  Gas,  79. 
o;  Natural  gas,  80,  81. 

d.  MaUroads,  82, 

e.  Street  railways,  88. 

f.  Telephones,  84-^6. 

g.  Water,  87. 

III.  As  to  payment,  88^96. 

a.  Lower  discount  for  prompt  payment,  88. 

b.  JPaym>ent  otherwise  than  in  cash,  89^98. 

I.  As  to  rates. 

a.  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  to  entertain  complaint  as  to  discriminatory  character  of 
rate  orders,  see  Cottrts,  3. 

Power  of  state  to  invalidate  pass  over  interstate  bridge,  see  Interstate 
COMMEBCE,  20. 

Special  rate  contract  as  tending  to  cause  discrimination  towards  con- 
sumers, see  Rates,  188. 

Duty  of  Ck>mmi88ion  to  fix  reasonable  rates  that  are  not  discriminatory, 
see  Rates,  34. 

Annotation  on  discriminatiim  in  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  868;  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  59. 

Discussion  as  to  what  constitutes  unjustly  discriminatory  rates, 
P.U3.1919B,  p.  705. 
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Discussion  of  duty  of  Commission,  to  abrogate  discriminatory  rate 
contracts,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  80. 

1.  Free  hydrant  service  should  be  eliminated.  Re  Scituate  Water 
Co.    (Mass.)    P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

2.  The  practice  of  a  water  company  of  furnishing  free  water 
should  be  discontinued.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919D.  853. 

3.  Rate  deviations  should  be  eliminated  in  order  to  avoid  unjust 
discrimination  before  consumers  should  be  required  to  pay  increased 
rates,     Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  810. 

4.  Free  telephone  toll  service  is  discriminatory  and  contrary  to  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law.  Re 
Boonville  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  848. 

5.  A  municipal  utility  selling  electric  energy  to  a  light  and  power 
company  was  authorized  to  establish  a  resale  price  in  order  to  pre- 
vent discrimination.    Re  Brigham  Mun.  Corp.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  339. 

6.  A  rebate  of  a  readiness-to-serve  charge  to  all  consumers  can 
no  more  be  permitted  than  would  the  discriminatory  rebate  to  any 
number  of  consumers  less  than  the  whole  number.  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce V.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (Ill.)'p.U.R.19f9A,  679. 

7.  A  consumer  cannot,  without  discrimination,  be  denied  the  privi- 
leges of  a  rider  in  a  rate  schedule  merely  because  of  his  failure  to 
indicate  his  desire  to  be  granted  such  privileges.  Ascher  Bros.  v.  Com- 
monwealth Edison  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  806. 

8.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  approve  a  schedule  of 
increased  rates  of  a  producing  coifipan}^  subject  to  a  contract  with  a 
distributing  company  for  lower  rates,  since  this  would  amount  to 
discrimination.  Fleetwood  &  K.  Electric  L.  H.  &  P.  Ca.  v.  Metropolitan 
Kdison  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  781. 

9.  In  providing  in  §  6,  chap.  15o,  Code  (§  641),  that  no  public 
service  corporation,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  that  chapter,  should 
directly  or  indirectly  charge  or  receive  a  "greater  or  less  compen- 
sation" for  a  service  rendered  than  it  charges  or  receives  from  any 
other  person  for  a  like  service  under  the  same  or  similar .  conditions, 
the  legislature  was  seeking  through  its  police  power  to  procure  uni- 
formity of  charges  by  such  companies.  Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  E.  L. 
&  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va. 
— ,  99S.  E.  207). 

h.  Concessions  to  classes  of  consumers. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  rates  to  special  classes  of  con- 
sumers, P.U.R.1919A,  p.  857;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  59. 

1,  Promoters, 

10.  Lower  contracts  cannot  be  made  with  one  consumer  of  a  publio 
service  corporation  which  gives  a  preference  or  an  advantage  which 
all  do  not  receive,  although  such  consumers  may  have  brought  the  com- 
pany into  being  and  made  it  efficient,  and  may  have  prolonged  its  life 
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by  financial  assistance.     Customers  v.  Newfane  Electric  Co.    (N.   Y.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  220. 

2.  MunicipaHtiea. 

Provision  for   giving  free   service  to   city   as   rendering  franchise   in- 
valid, see  Franchises,  4.    • 

11.  A  city  owning  a  municipal  water  plant  should  make  a  proper 
charge  for  its  fire  protection  facilities  and  service,  a:id  for  other  city 
service.     Re  Hammond  Waterworks   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

12.  A  provision  in  a  franchise  providing  for  the  free  use  of  gas  for 
municipal  purposes  is  illegal,  and  cannot  be  enforced.  Tamaqua  v.  East- 
ern Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  712. 

13.  So-called  "free  service**  rendered  by  a  public  utility  to  a  munici- 
pality is  unjustly  discriminatory,  not  only  as  against  other  patrons 
of  the  company  within  the  municipality,  but  against  other  municipalities 
who  are  required  to  pay  for  a  similar  service.  East  Pittsburgh  v.  Penn- 
sylvania Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  631. 

14.  Under  ordinary  conditions  a  eity  should  be  required  to  pay  a 
just  rate  for  water  furnished  free  to  it,  but  its  financial  condition  may 
be  such  as  to  warrant  the  Commission  in  not  disturbing  the  existing 
arrangement,  at  least  during  the  period  of  a  temporary  rate-fixing 
order.    Re  Independent  Waterworks  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  599. 

15.  The  granting  of  a  reduced  rate,  for  telephone  service  to  a  city  as 
authorized  under  §  92,  subdivision  3,  of  the  New  York  statute,  does 
not  render  the  refusal  to  grant  similar  service  to  a  county  unlawful 
discrimination;  since  the  free  or  reduced  service  which  telephone  com- 
panies are  permitted  by  statute  to  extend  to  municipal  corporations 
does  not  fall  within  the  prohibition  against  discrimination  contained 
in  the  same  statute.    Erie  County  v.  Burleson  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  498. 

16.  A  municipality  should  be  required  to  pay  for  electricity  for 
the  operation  of  its  water  plant,  an  amount  equal  at  least  to  the  cost 
of  such  service,  since  to  furnish  such  service  at  less  than  cost  places 
an  unjust  burden  on  other  patrons.  Re  Interstate  Public  Service  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  686. 

17.  A  franchise  will  not  be  held  unlawful  on  the  theory  that  it 
contains  a  discriminatory  provision,  where  the  discrimination  charged 
consists  of  free  service  valued  at  $40  per  annum,  and  it  appears  that 
the  city  pays  $2,000  per  annum  for  other  service  furnished  by  the  com- 
pany. State  ex  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  343 
(S.  C.  275  Mo.  325,  204  S.  W.  897). 

18.  Municipalities  concerned  should  share  the  burden  with  other 
consimiers  of  producing  necesc^ary  revenue  for  a  public  utility,  although 
it  may  be  impracticable,  where  budgets  for  the  current  fiscal  period  are 
made  up,  to  afford  relief  until  the  end  of  the  budget  period.  Re  Mil- 
waukee Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

3*  School  children. 

19.  Assuming  that  a  Commission  has  the  power,  it  would  be  unrea- 
sonable and  inequitable  to  require  a  railroad  company  to  carry  school 
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children  at  less  than  the  regular  rates  although  a  statute  authorises  it. 
Hooksett  School  Bd.  v.  Ck)ncord  &  M.  Electric  Branch  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  865. 

4.  Churches  and  charities. 

Discussion  as  to  effect  upon  rate  payers  of  rendering  free  serrice 
to  municipalities  and  charities,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  366. 

20.  It  is  contrary  to  §  112  of  the  Indiana  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Act  for  a  utility  to  charge  lower  rates  to  churches  and  eleemosy- 
nary institutions  than  to  other  consumers.  Re  Warren  (Ind.)b  PU.R. 
1919F,  38. 

6.  StocJeholdere. 

21.  It  is  unlawful  discrimination  for  a  company  to  sell  utility  serv- 
ice to  its  stockholders  at  a  less  rate  than  charged  to  the  general  pub- 
lic   Re  Salem  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  882. 

22.  Pending  the  determination  of  the  rights  of  stockholders  of  * 
telephone  company,  arising  under  contracts  as  to  rates,  the  Oklahoma 
Commission  ordered  the  contract  rates  to  be  charged  without  dis- 
crimination as  between  stockholders  and  nonstockholders.  Cook  ▼• 
Bradbum  (OkU.)  P.U.R.1919C,  684. 

23.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  levying  an  assessment 
against  its  member  subscribers .  for  the  purpose  of  paying  operating 
expenses  while  charging  its  nonscriber  members  an  annual  rental  rate 
is  illegal  under  the  South  Dakota  statutes.  Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  656. 

6.  Owners  of  equipment. 

24.  The  practice  of  giving  rebates  on  the  rates  to  subscribers  who 
own  their  own  equipment  is  discriminatory  and  should  be  discontinued. 
Re  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919D,  769. 

25.  The  fact  that  certain  patrons  furnish  a  part  of  the  facilities  or 
equipment  with  which  service  is  rendered,  is  no  reason,  under  the 
Indiana  statute,  for  a  different  or  lesser  rate  to  such  patrons.  Eaton 
V.  Farmers  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  744. 

26.  A  telephone  utility  was  required  to  pay  all  Hubseribers  or 
stockholders  owning  their  own  instruments  ^  rental  of  75  cents  per 
quarter  for  their  use  in  order  to  eliminate  discrimination.  Re  Eureka 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R,1919F,  144. 

27.  A  telephone  company  was  ordered  to  allow  subscribers  who  own 
their  instruments  a  rental  charge  of  25  cents  a  month  to  be  deducted 
from  their  bills  for  service.  Re  Twelve  Mile  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1910E,  504.  ' 

7.  Old  patrons, 

28.  The  granting  of  lower  prices  to  consumers  taking  service  prior 
to  a  specified  date  constitutes  unlawful  discrimination.  Wiseman  v. 
Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  552. 
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8.  Large  eonminiera. 

29.  The  mere  fact  that  utility  service  is  furnished  to  a  large  con-^ 
sumer  at  a  lower  rate  than  to  other  patrons  does  not  mean  that  it 
is  necessarily  unreasonable.  ELane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  404. 

P.  New  indtistriee. 

30.  A  municipal  plant  cannot  lawfully  furnish  free  service  to  indus- 
tries for  the  purpose  of  attracting  them  to  the  city.  Re  Hammond 
Waterworks   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

o.  As  hetween  localities, 

31.  Rates  for  the  "transportation  of  condensed  milk  from  Ph<enix  to' 
various  points  in  Arizona  were  held  to  be  excessive  and  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory to  the  extent  that  they  exceeded  rates  contemporaneously 
charged  for  the  transportation  of  the  same  commodity  from  creamery 
for  like  distances.    Re  Maricopa  Creamery  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919A,  390. 

32.  An  annual  rate  cannot  be  charged  to  one  city  for  water  used 
in  flushing  sewers  while  another  city  is  being  furnished  such  service 
without  charge.    Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

d.  In  class  or  kind  of  rates  offered, 

33.  Unjust  discrimination  is  not  shown  by  the  mere  fact  that  some 
customers  are  provided  with  meters  and  some  are  not.  H(^mes  v.  Morris 
Run  Coal  Min.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919C,  195. 

34.  Unjust  discrimination  is  not  shown  by  the  mere  fact  that  some 
of  the  customers  of  a  water  company  are  metered  while  some  are  re- 
ceiving service  at  a  flat  rate.  Bowers  v.  Spring  Hill  Water  Co.  (Pa. ) 
P.U.R.1919C,  951. 

35.  The  practice  of  charging  a  flat  rate  to  some  of  the  metered  cus- 
tomers of  a  public  utility  should  be  discontinued,  because  liable  to 
produce  a  discriminatory  condition.  Bowers  v.  Spring  Hill  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  951. 

36.  It  is  discrimination  to  accord  certain  patrons  the  benefit  of 
commutation  fares  and  to  deny  it  to  others  imder  like  circumstances. 
Comwell  V.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R,  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  364. 

e.  Deviation  front  filed  schedule, 

37.  The  fact  that  deviations  are  made  from  the  schedule  of  rates 
in  making  and  collecting  charges  for  service,  which  result  in  dis- 
crimination, does  not  require  a  change  in  the  schedule.  Bean  v.  Bel- 
grade Power  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977. 

/.  Rental  of  patrons  equipment, 

38.  The  payment  of  rental  by  a  railroad  company  for  the  use  of  log- 
ging trucks  of  a  shipper  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rebate  rather  than  com- 
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pensation  for  the  use  of  equipment,  and  is  therefore  illegal.    Elwood  Log- 
ging Co.  V.  Columbia  &  N.  River  R.  Co.   (Or.)  P.U.RJ919A,  225. 

g.  Contract  rates  as  discrint{nato»*y. 

39.  A  special  contract  rate  for  utility  service  is  unjustly  dis- 
criminatory.   Re  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Co.  (Ind.)  P.l'.R.1919C,  989. 

40.  A  discriminatory  rate  cannot  be  justified  by  contracts  entered 
into  by  a  former  management  of  the  company.  Allen  v  Boy  or  town  Elec- 
tric Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  436. 

41.  Contracts  for  free  telephone  toll  service  are  invalid  both  as  torn- 
mon  law  and  under  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  and 
are  therefore  not  enforceable.  Re  Boonville  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.K. 
1919B,  848. 

42.  Permitting  the  renewal  of  contracts  between  a  utility  and  its 
consumers,  subject  to  modifications  in  form  and  substance  resulting 
from  orders  of  the  Commission  with  reference  to  rates,  does  not  con- 
stitute unlawful  discrimination.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Con- 
solidated Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.   (Md.)  P.U.R.1919A,  66. 

h.  Burden  of  proof  as  to  dincHmination  in  rales. 

43.  The  burden  of  proving  the  discriminatory  character  of  existing 
rates  is  on  the  party  complaining  against  them.  American  Window 
Glass  Co.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

<•  Discrimination  hy  particular  utilities. 

1.  Electricity, 

44.  The  distribution  of  the  additional  cost  of  coal  used  in  the  pro- 
duction of  electricity  upon  the  company's  industrial  consumers  does  not 
constitute  unlawful  discrimination.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Con- 
solidated Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1910A.  66. 

45.  It  would  be  unfair  to  grant  full  relief  against  the  increased  costs 
of  labor,  taxation,  and  other  elements  entering  into  the  expense  of  fur- 
nishing utility  service,  by  increasing  the  rat^s  of  consumers  whose 
rates  are  not  affected  by  the  fluctuating  cost  of  coal,  without  adding  to 
the  rates  of  consumers  served  under  contracts  affected  by  the  varying 
cost  of  coal,  an  amount  sufficient  to  provide  relief  required  on  account 
of  increases  other  than  the  cost  of  coal.  Re  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  & 
Light  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

46.  Steam  generated  electric  power  supplied  to  consumers  in  excess 
of  that  supplied  by  hydroelectric  generators  should  be  subject  to  steam 
generated  power,  and  not  to  water  power  rates.  Re  Milwaukee  Electi'ic 
R.  &  Light  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

2,  Gas, 

47.  A  service  charge  is  justifiable  in  order  to  eliminate  discrimina- 
tion among  gas  consumers  where  a  portion  of  them  use  the  service  only 
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a  small  part  of  the  year.    Re  Ocean  County  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.K.1919B, 
874. 

48.*  A  Commission  would  not .  be  justified  in  lowering  the  price 
of  gas  to  those  usiii^  1,000  feet  or  less,  merely  in  order  that  certain 
patrons  who  are  underpaid  for  their  work  may  receive  a  lower  rate, 
when  46  per  cent  of  the  consumers  who  would  share  in  the  lower  rates 
are  professional  and  business  men,  able  to  pay  such  charges.  Aberdeen 
Central  Labor  Council  v.  North  Pacific  Pub.  Service  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  111. 

a.  Heating, 

49.  So  long  as  the  amount  of  radiation  used  in  computing  bills  for 
heating  service  is,  in  every  case,  based  upon  the  same  lule  for  determin- 
ing proper  radiation  service,  there  will  be  no  discrimination,  even 
though  the  amount  is  greater  in  some  instances  than  the  radiation 
actually  installed.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  L  P.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  318. 

4,  Interurhan  railways, 

50.  The  division  of  the  distance  included  in  a  single  fare  zone  into 
two  zones  for  the  return  trip  is  discriminatory,  as  is  also  a  fare  sched- 
ule based  upon  unequal  fare  limits.  Re  Concord  &  M.  Electric  Branch 
(N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  38. 

51.  Rate  zones  on  an  interurhan  railway  are  not  phown  to  be  dis- 
criminatory merely  because  they  are  shorter  than  other  zones  on 
another  line,  operated  by  the  same  company,  since  mileage  is  the 
adequate  test  of  the  reasonableness  of  fare  zones  only  when  the  con- 
ditions and  circumstances  affecting  the  service  nre  substantially 
similar.  Bellwood  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Altoona  &  L.  V.  Electric 
R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  918. 

52.  The  voluntary  establishment  of  a  certain  method  of  charging 
railway  fares,  and  its  continuance  for  years,  resultii^g  in  the  location 
of  patrons  in  particular  places  in  reliance  thereon,  creates  an  equity 
which  should  not  be  lightly  regarded,  even  although  an  apparent  dis- 
crimination is  involved.  Re  Hudson  Valley  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
443. 

53.  The  same  railway  fare  to  different  beach  resorts  may  be  fixed 
notwithstanding  their  varying  distances  from  a  given  point;  the  travel 
being  purely  excursion  in  nature,  and  the  blanket  rate  beneficial  to  the 
public.    Re  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1. 

5.  Railroads, 

(a)   In  general. 

Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case 
finished  product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  change  discriminatory  rate  contract  of 
railroad  under  Federal  control,  see  Constitutional  Law,  78. 
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Long  and  short  liaul  clause  of  California  constitution  not  violative  of 
Federal  constitution,  see  Constitutional  Lavjt,  101. 

Power  of  Qalifornia  Commission  to  abrogate  rate  contract  of  railroad 
under  Federal  control,  see  Rates,  40. 

54.  A  classification  of  glass  sand,  different  from  that  of  molding 
and  building  sand,  cannot  be  objected  to  on  the  theory  that  it  is  a 
classification  dependent  upon  the  use  to  which  the  commodity  is  put. 
American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1913B, 
80. 

(h)  Long  and  short  haul, 

55.  An  interstate  rate  cannot  be  used  as  a  comparative  rate  to  sliow 
that  an  intrastate  rate  for  a  shorter  haul  is  violative  of  the  long  hiuI 
short  haul  clause  of  the  state  Constitution.  Farr  v.  Southern  P.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  361. 

56.  Undue  discrimination  is  not  shown  by  charging  the  same  rate 
for  the  shorter  of  two  hauls,  where  the  rate  for  the  longer  distance  was 
compelled  by  competitive  conditions,  and  the  complainant  has  suffered 
no  damages.  American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

57.  A  right  of  action  for  damages  for  a  violation  of  the  long  and 
short  haul  clause  of  the  California  Constitution  is  expressly  conferred 
by  statute.  (Acts  of  1909,  of  1911,  and  the  Pubic  Utilities  Act) 
California  Adjustment  Co.  v,  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.tJ.R. 
1919A,  628  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  175  Pac.  682). 

58.  It  is  no  defense  to  actions  for  damages  for  violation  of  the  long 
and  short  haul  clause  of  the  California  Constitution  as  to  charges  prior 
to  October  10,  1911,  that  the  rates  were  established  by  the  Rail- 
road Commission;  since  the  Commission  had  no  power  to  fix  discrimi- 
natoiy  rates  in  violation  of  the  long  and  short  haul  clause.  California 
Adjustment  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R,1919A, 
528   (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  176  Pac.  682). 

59.  It  is  no  defense  to  an  action  for  damages  for  violation  of  the 
long  and  short  haul  clause  of  the  California  Constitution  as  to  rates 
charged  subsequent  to  October  10,  1911,  that  such  rates  were  fixed  by 
the  Commission,  unless  the  rates  were  established  on  application  by 
the  carrier  and  after  investigation.  California  Adjustment  Co.  ▼. 
Athcison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  628  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — , 
176  Pac.  682). 

(o)    Absorbtitm   of  switching  charges, 

60.  Where  unjust  discrimination  arises  as  between  individuals  or 
localities,  by  reason  of  the  absorbing  of  switching  charges  in  certain 
instances,  and  not  in  others  under  like  circumstances  and  conditions, . 
the  carrier  may  be  required  to  remove  the  discrimination  by  a  change  in 
tariff  schedule  eliminating  the  charge.  Lincoln  Commercial  Club  v. 
Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919E,  57  (8.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  172  N.  W. 
687). 
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0.  Street  railways, 

61.  A  proposed  increase  of  1  cent  in  the  fare  of  a  street  railway 
beyond  the  limits  of  a  city  is  not  necessarily  unjustly  discriminatory 
iigiiinst  those  living  beyond  the  city  limits;  since  it  is  the  rights  of 
travel  which  a  passenger  receives  upon  the  payment  of  his  fare,  rather 
than  the  distances  actually  traveled,  which  is  important  on  the  ques- 
tion of  discrimination.  Horseheads  Transp.  Protective  Asso.  v.  Elmira 
Water,  Light  &  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919A,  44. 

62.  A  street  railway  company  is  not  guilty  of  unlawful  discrimina- 
tion in  making  a  higher  charge  for  transporting  through  passengers 
on  its  intenirban  cars  within  the  city,  than  it  charges  local  passengers 
on  street  cars  for  the  same  distance,  since  the  interurban  service  is 
of  a  higher  character,  more  expensive  to  the  company,  and  of  more 
value  to  the  patrons.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
758. 

63.  The  refusal  to  give  free  transfers  to  passengers  entering  a  city 
over  an  interarban  branch  of  a  street  railway,  although  the  last  6-cent 
zone  on  the  interurban  branch  extends  from  the  city  boundary  to  the 
center  of  the  city  only,  while  the  local  rider  for  the  same  fare  is  en- 
titled by  use  of  a  transfer  to  ride  twice  as  far,  does  not  of  itself  consti- 
tute unlawful  discriminatioii ;  since  if  the  through  rate  for  through 
transportation  is  equitable  and  proper,  the  through  rider  has  no  legiti- 
mate concern  in  the  specific  points  where  the  fare  instalments  are  col- 
lected.   Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  768. 

64.  An  increase  in  street  railway  fares  in  cash  from  5  to  10  cents 
was  held  discriminatory  where  four  tickets  were  sold  for  25  cents,  the 
Commission  fixing  the  cash  fare  at  7  cents.  Re  Urbana  &  C.  R.  Gas 
&  E.  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919E,  926. 

7.  Telephones^ 

(a)  In  general. 

Mutual  telephone  company  not  to  discriminate  as  between  patrons,  see 
Discrimination,  86. 

Discussion  as  to  discriminatory  character  of  flat  rates  for  telephone 
service,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  372. 

65.  An  ''other  line"  charge  of  25  cents  upon  each  telephone  messap:c 
in  addition  to  the  regular  toll  rate,  without  regard  to  the  distance,  tlie 
destination,  or  origin  of  the  message,  is  discriminatory.  Home  Inde- 
pendent Teleph.  Co.  v.  Three  Ridge  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
780. 

66.  A  contract  between  a  telephone  toll  line  and  a  rural  line  whereby 
subcribers  of  the  latter  pay  a  flat  rate  for  switching  and  for  toll 
service,  while  other  rural  line  subscribers  must  pay  a  toll  charge  for  all 
toll  messages,  is  discriminatory.  Freeman  ▼.  Bramol  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  520. 

67.  The  same  rates  for  rural  telephone  subscribers  receiving  one 
exchange  service  as  for  those  receiving  two  exchange  service  constitute 
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discrimination.     Strohecker  v.  Sheps  Canyon  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  561. 

68.  Service  between  cities  cannot  be  considered  as  a  portion  of  the 
exchange  service  for  which  a  subscriber  pays  so  as  to  justify  free  serv- 
ice between'  the  subscribers  of  the  different  exchanges.  Re  Cape  Girar- 
deau Bell  Tfeleph.  Co.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  858.* 

69.  The  rule  of  a  telephone  company  establishing  a  base  rate  zono 
within  and  including  the  continuously  built  up  central  section  of  each 
exchange,  and  requiring  single  but  not  party  line  subscribers  outside 
of  such  zone,  to  pay  a  mileage  charge  from  the  base  rate  zone  line,  in 
reasonable,  and  not  discriminatory.  Gallaher  v.  Southern  New  £ngland 
Teleph.   Co.    (Corin.)    P.U.R.1919A,  151. 

70.  A  reasonable  mileage  charge  in  addition  to  the  base  rate  is  not 
discriminatory  as  to  a  subscriber  residing  outside  of  the  primary  zone, 
although  he  resides  in  the  same  city  in  which  the  primary  zone  is  lo- 
cated. Gallaher  v.  Southern  New  England  Teleph.  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.K. 
1919A,  151. 

(h)   Combination  charge. 

71.  A  lower  rate  per  telephone,  in  the  case  of  subscribers  having  two 
or  more  telephones,  is  discriminatory.  Re  Cape  Girardeau  Bell  Teleph. 
Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919K,  858. 

(c)   Party  lines, 

72.  The  same  charge  for  party-line  as  for  single-line  service,  and 
the  same  rate  to  a  subscriber  on  a  party  line  with  thirteen,  subscribers, 
as  to  one  on  a  line  with  four  subscribers,  is  unfair  and  discriminatory. 
Re  Fulton  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)    P.L.R.1919C,  864. 

(d)   Different  charge  for  outgoing  and  incoming  messages, 

73.  Rates  charged  by  a  telephone  company  on  outgoing  messages 
from  its  exchanges  should  correspond  with  rates  on  incoming  mes- 
sages for  the  same  distance  to  those  exchanges.  Re  Kearney  Teleph. 
Co.    (Neb.)    P.U.R. 1919C,   528. 

S.  Water  companies, 

74.  The  same  charge  for  water  for  a  single  faucet  and  for  houses 
equipped  with  several  faucets,  bath  and  toilet,  and  a  $1  minimum 
for  metered  customers  for  3,000  gallons,  which  is  seldom  exceeded 
except  during  the  summer  months  by  customers  using  all  modem 
water  fixtures,  are  grossly  discriminatory.  Re  Garden  Home  Waterworks 
(Or.)    P.U.R.1919D,   121. 

II.  As  to  service. 

a.  Electricity, 

75.  A  provision  in  a  rate  schedule,  that  service  under  a  specified 
classification   may  be  suspended  at  the  option  of  the  company,  does 
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iMjt  justify  the  discontinuance  of  such  service  as  to  a  single  consumer, 
and  not  as  to  others.  Re  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
ISUOA,  885. 

76.  It  is  not  unjustly  discriminatory  for  a  small  electrical  utility 
to  supply  a  hotel  with  daylight  service  and  to  deny  such  service  to 
the  rest  of  the  consumers,  where  there  is  not  sufficient  power  to  serve 
both  the  lighting  consumers  at  night  and  the  hotel  and  other  con- 
sumers during  the  day,  and  the  use  of  the  current  at  the  hotel  in  the 
daytime  does  not  impair  the  night  service,  and  the  hotel  is  the  principal 
business  of  the  community.  Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U^R. 
1919B,  977. 

77.  An  electrical  corporation,  under  the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  is  required  to  furnish  "break-down,"  alternative 
supplementary  or  auxiliary,  service  to  the  owner  of  a  private  electric 
plant,  although  such  owner  refuses  to  stipulate  that  none  of  the 
current  so  furnished  will  be  delivered  or  made  available  to  the  use 
of  its  customers  outside  of  the  building  in  which  such  plant  is  located, 
where  it  appears  that  the  electrical  corporation  has,  of  its  own  choice 
and  as  a  result  of  controlling  court  decisions,  furnished  such  service 
to  others  under  circumstancen  which  would  make  a  refusal  of  the 
requested  service  a  violation  of  a  statutory  inhibition  against  sub- 
jecting "any  particular  person,  corporation,  or  locality,  or  any  par- 
ticular description  of  service,  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice 
or  disadvantage  in  any  respect  whatsoever."  Acker,  M.  &  C.  Co. 
V.  New  York  Edison  Co.    (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  278. 

78.  An  electrical  corporation,  under  the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  cannot  "wholesale"  current  to  customers  for  retail 
to  consumers  with  whom  it  has  no  contractual  relations,  and  refuse 
such  service  to  others,  merely  on  the  ground  that  they  are  owners 
of  private  plants  generating  part  of  the  current  they  require.  Acker, 
M.  &  C.  Co.  V.  New  York  Edison  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  278. 

h.  Gaa. 

79.  The  waiver  of  a  deposit  requirement  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  extending  service,  in  cases  in  which  prospective  consumers  purchased 
bonds  of  a  utility  company  of  a  specified  amount,  i?  discriminatory. 
Snyder  v.  Waukesha  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  669. 

c.  Natural  g€i8. 

80.  A  natural  gts  company  which  is  sending  part  of  its  product  out- 
side of  the  state  cannot  refuse  to  serve  a  city  within  the  state  on  the 
ground  that  its  supply  is  inadequate,  since  this  would  amount  to  dis- 
crimination against  the  people  of  the  state  from  which  the  supply 
is  obtained.  Terlton  v.  Empire  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
906. 

81.  Natural-gas  producing  companies,  being  public  service  corpora- 
tions, cannot  arbitrarily  furnish  their  commodity  only  to  whom  they 
choose,  but  must  afford  the  same  general  character  of  service  to  all 
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Bimilarly  situated.     Morgantown  y.  Hope  Natural  Qas  Ck>.   (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  262. 

d.  Railroads, 

82.  Unjust  discrimination  is  not  shown  in  a  railroad  company's 
discontinuance  of  a  warehouse,  by  the  mere  fact  that  warehouaes  are 
maintained  by  it  at  other  places.  Miller  &  Sons  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Oo. 
(Pa.)    P.U.R.1919C,   187. 

e.  Street  railways. 

83.  It  is  not  discriminatory  to  abandon  that  portion  of  a  street 
railway  system  forming  its  extremeity,  on  the  theory  that  it  is  not  less 
profitable  than  some  other  portion  of  the  line,  since  it  would  not  be 
practicable  to  abandon  an  intermediate  section,  however  unprofitable 
it  might  be.  Re  Portsmouth  Electric  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
266. 

/.  Telephones, 

84.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  telephone  company  to  furnish  reasonably 
adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  public  without  discrimination. 
An  order  of  the  Conunission,  directing  that  the  same  telephone  facili- 
ties and  service  be  furnished  to  a  petitioner  as  to  others,  after  the  time 
for  appeal  and  when  none  was  taken,  became  final,  and  wa«  not  subject 
to  attack  or  review  by  the  company  on  mandamus  to  enforce  it. 
Stete  ex  rel.  Hilton  v.  Four  Lakes  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
247  (S.  C.  141  Minn.  124,  169  N.  W.  480). 

85.  A  telephone  company  which  has  opened  its  lines  to  physical  con- 
nection and  services  for  another  telephone  company  upon  certain  terms 
can  be  required,  as  a  state  regulation  within  the  police  powers,  to 
afford  the  same  facilities  and  conveniences  and  uses  to  other  telephone 
companies  upon  equal  terms.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Northwest 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  956. 

86.  A  mutual  telephone  company  which  holds  itself  out  as  a  public 
service  company  cannot  arbitrarily  discriminate  by  rendering  service 
to  one  and  withholding  it  from  others,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
it  was  built  largely  for  the  convenience  of  a  local  community,  and  by 
stockholders  whose  primary  object  was  to  secuure  telephone  service  for 
themselves.  Hough  v.  West  End  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
211. 

g.  Water. 

87.  A  public  service  water  company  cannot  confer  upon  its  con- 
sumers preferential  rights  to  the  use  of  its  water.  Re  Citizens 
Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  623.. 

Ill,  As  to  payment, 
a,  Lotoer  discount  for  prompt  payment, 

88.  A  lesser  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  the  electric  bills  of  a 
moving  theater  than  for  ordinary  lighting,  Li  not  discriminatory,  where 
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the  current  for  the  theater  could  not  be  taken  from  the  line  serving 
lighting  cuBtomerB,  but  a  special  line  and  transformer  and  an  individual 
meter  had  to  be  installed  to  serve  the  customer.  Siegfried  v.  Wash- 
ington Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1019A,  588. 

"b.  Payment  otheruHse  than  in  cash* 

89.  A  sale  of  a  specified  amount  of  water  power  to  an  electrical 
utility,  in  consideration  of  a  supply  of  a  specified  amount  of  electric 
power,  is  not  unfairly  discriminatory  at  common  law.  Schiller  Piano 
Ca  V.  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  4$6  (S.  C. 
288  111.'  680,  —  A.  L.  R.  — ,  123  N.  E.  631). 

90.  A  contract  for  the  sale  of  a  specified  amount  of  water  power 
to  an  electrical  utility  in  consideration  of  the  supply  of  a  specified 
amount  of  electric  power,  valid  at  common  law,  is  not  rendered  invalid 
by  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  since  there  is  nothing  in  it  in- 
jurious to  the  public  welfare  for  the  protection  of  which  the  act  was 
adopted.  Schiller  Piano  Co.  v.  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.) 
P.UJL1919E,  486*  (S.  C.  288  111.  580,  —  A.  L.  R.  — ,  123  N.  E.  631). 

91.  A  common  carrier,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
Regulate  Commerce,  cannot  accept  any  compensation  other  than  money 
for  the  services  which  it  renders,  and  a  pass  issued  for  a  nonmonetary 
consideration,  though  valid  when  made,  becomes  invalid  under  the 
provisions  of  that  act.  Shrader  v.  Stcubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley 
Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E. 
207). 

92.  To  efi'ectuate  uniformity,  there  must  be  a  standard  measure- 
ment applicable  alike  to  all  persons  and  in  all  circumstances  and 
conditions.  The  only  measure  appropriate  to  secure  such  regularity 
and  uniformity  of  charge  for  the  service  rendered  by  a  commercial 
utility  is  mopey.  Shrader  v.  Stcubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction 
Co.   (W.  Va.)    P.U.R.1919D,  895   (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — -,  99  S.  E.  207). 

93.  Services  rendered  or  materials  furnished  to  a  public  service  cor- 
poration subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Act  must  be  compensated  for  by  payment  in  money,  not  by  a  pass; 
and  a  contract  for  a  puss,  though  valid  when  made,  becomes  illegal 
and  imenforceable  under  the  provisions  of  the  act.  Shrader  v.  Steuben- 
ville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C. 
—  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

94.  Utility  service  furnished  to  a  consumer  under  a  contract,  in 
payment  for  personal  services  rendered  by  the  consumer  to  the  utility, 
cannot  be  held  discriminatory  on  the  theory  that  the  utility  service  is 
free,  or  that  the  consumer  is  not  paying  for  it  at  the  regular  scheduled 
rates,  where  it  appears  that  the  value  of  the  services  rendered  to  the 
utility  was  greater  than  the  value  of  the  service  rendered  by  the  utility 
to  the  consumer.    I>avis  v.  Idaho  Power  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  824. 

95.  A  contract  whereby  a  water  company,  in  consideration  of  the 
grant  of  the  right  of  way,  agrees  to  furnish  water  to  a  railroad  free  of 
charge,  is  preferential  and  unjustly  discriminatory  against  the  other 
patrons  of  the  company.  Re  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  366. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 10. 
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DISPUTED  BIGHTS. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  Commissioits,  37. 

DISQUAUFICATION. 

Of  Comlnission  from  passing  upon  application  for  issuance  of  se* 
curities,  see  Secubity  Issues,  7. 

DISTANCE. 

As  basis  of  street  railway  rates,  see  Discrimination.  61. 
Imposing  "other  line  charge"  on  all  toll  messages  regardless  of  dis- 
tance, see  Discrimination,  65. 
As  factor  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  299. 

DISTRIBUTING  COMPANY. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  of  natural  gas  producing 
companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and  dis- 
tributing companies,  see  Constitutional  L<\w,  87. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intercorporate   Relations,  3. 

Local  distributing  company  as  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  see 
Interstate  Commerce,  6. 

Rates  charged  by  natural  gas  producing  company  to  distributing 
company,  see  Rates,  141. 

Earnings  of  both  producing  and  distributing  water  companies  to 
be  considered  in  fixing  rates  of  producing  company,  see  Kates, 
383. 

Return  of  natural  gas  distributing  company,  see  Return,  23. 

Cost  of  water  bought  by,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  82. 

Duty  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of  producing  company  to 
render  adequate  service,  see  Service,  2. 

DISTRIBUTION  EXPENSE. 

Method  of  estimating,  see  Return,  46. 
Of  heating  plant,  see  Return,  125-I27. 

DISTRICT  COURT. 

See  Courts. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Apportionment  of  Revenues  from  rental  of  street  cars  operating  in 
District  of  Columbia  and  Maryland,  see  Apportionment,  19. 

Zone  system  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  332. 

Policy  of  Commission  with  reference  to  treatment  of  accrued  de- 
preciation  in  valuation   proceeding,  see  Vaxuation,  80. 

DITCH. 

Effect  of  disputed  title  on  service  of  irrigation  company,  see  Serv- 
ice, 138. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


DIV1DEND&— DUE  PROCESS.  147 

DIVIDlENDS. 

Not  to  be  paid  out  of  depreciation  fund,  see  Depbeciation,  71. 

Stockholders  entitled  to  return  on  dividends  invested  in  plant,  see 
Depreciation,  71. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility  to 
pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Return,  12. 

Consideration  of  past  dividends  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 
return,  see  Return,  192. 

Operation  at  a  loss  as  constituting  an  emergency  unless  excessive 
dividends  have  been  paid  in  the  past,  see  Return,  239. 

Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciation  and  main- 
tenance, see  Return,  348,  360,  362,  355.      .  ^ 

Methods  of  determining  net  income,  see  Return,  351. 

Payifient  of  dividends  to  stockholders,  see  Return,  354,  356. 

Issuance  of  stock  against  dividends  reinvested  in  plant,  see  Se- 
cuBiTT  Issues,  19,  20. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  interest,  taxes  and  dividends  of  rail- 
road under  Federal  control,  see  Security  Issues,  28. 

Stockholders  not  to  receive  dividends  at  expense  of  adequate  serv- 
ice, see  Service,  60. 

Allowance  for  earnings  invested  in  plant  and  not  distributed  as 
dividends,  see  Valuation,  169-163. 

Consideration  of  deferred  dividends  in  fixing  rate  base,  see  Valu- 
ation, 163. 

DOMESTIC  CONSUMERS. 

Apportionment  for  purpose  of  fire  cost  of  domestic  water  service. 

see  Apportionment,  26,  27. 
Power   of    Commission    to   limit   consumption   of   natural   gas   to 

domestic  consumers,  see  Service,  39,  40. 

DONATED  PROPERTY.     . 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  170. 

DONATION. 

To  charity  as  an  operation  expense,  see  Return,  105,  106. 

DRIIXING. 

Reckless  expenditures  for  drilling  natural  gas  wells  not  chargeable 
to  consumers,  see  Rates,  289. 

DRIVERS. 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip- 
ment nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re- 
ceipts, see  Automobiles,  16. 

DUE  PROCESS. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  transport  show  as  denial  of  due  process 

and  equal  protection,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  31. 
Denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see  Constitutional  Law,  6-25. 
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BUST. 

Injury  from,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages,  4« 

DUTIES. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Commissions. 

Liability  of  public  officers  to  costs  for  failure  to  perform  duty, 
see  Commissions,  1. 

Order  requiring  railroads  to  perform  duty  to  public  as  denial  of 
due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  16,  17. 

Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utili- 
ties other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  see  Coi^stitu- 
TIONAL  L^w,  29,  30. 

Reasonableness  of  Conunission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot 
not  in  issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  t6  perform 
duty,  see  Oboebs,  1. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public  notwithstanding  its  employees 
are  on  a  strike,  see  Sebvicb,  22. 

General  duty  of  utility  to  render  service,  see  Service,  53-62. 

Act  of  Congress  as  imposing  common  law  duty  upon  utilities  to 
serve  public,  see  Service,  62. 

Annotation  on  duty  of  utility  to  render  service,  P.U.R.1910E,  p. 
282. 

EARLY  LOSSES. 

As  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  214-221. 

EARNINGS. 

Generally,  see  Retubn. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Apportionment. 

Earnings  of  both  producing  and  distributing  water  companies  to 
be  considered  in  fixing  rates  of  producing  company,  see  Rates, 
883. 

Past  earnings  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see 
Return,  191-196. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  where  earnings  have  been 
insufficient,  see  Valuation,  76-77. 

Consideration  of  earnings  invested  in  plant,  see  Valuation,  169- 
163. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valua- 
tion, 222. 

Annotation  on  allowance  in  valuation  proceedings,  for  property 
paid  for  out  of  earnings,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  217. 

EARTHQUAKES. 

Cost  of  injuries  from  flood  and  earthquake  to  be  amorUzed,  see 
RBTUBir,  7i. 
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EASEMENTS. 

Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  eourt  on  yiolation  of  contract  rate 
given  as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see 
Pbooedube,  9. 

Statutory  power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see 
Rates,  71. 

EOONOMT. 

Duty  of  company  seeking  increased  fares  to  practice  economy,  see 
Retvbn,  281,  296. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE. 

Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  than  statutory  notice  to  forestall 
ordinance  and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pending  appeal, 
see  Rates,  205. 

Of  statutes,  see  Statutes,  4,  6. 

EFFIOIElfCT. 

Effect  of  high  degree  of  efficiency  on  allowance  for  depreciation,  see 

Depreciation,  21,  32. 
Duty  of  Commission  to  consider  efficiency  of  management  in  fixing 

return,  see  Return,  11. 
Coal  consumption  indicating  inefficient  management,  see  Return. 

98,  99. 
Maintenance  of,  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see 

Return,  172,  173. 
Efficiency  of  management  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  determining 

reasonableness  of  return,  see  Return,  174-177. 
Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  passing  upon  reasonableness 

of  return,  see  Return,  178-189. 
Small  concern  not  able  to  be  as  efficient  as  large,  see  Sesvicb,  1. 
Losses   due   to  bad   management   as   justifying  abandonment,   see 

Service,  101. 
Allowance  for  property  paid  for  out  of  earnings  due  to  efficiency 

of  management,  see  Valuation,  161. 
Effect  of  high  degree  of  efficiency  on  allowance  for  going  value,  see 

Valuation,  223. 

ejectment  suit. 

Cost  of  legal  service  in  ejectment  suit  as  item  of  original  cost, 
see  Valuation,  65. 

ELECTRICAL  CORFORATIOlf. 

Manufacturing  company  selling  electricity  as  an  electrical  cor- 
poration under  New  York  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  8. 

ELECTRICAL  INTERFERENCE. 

California  rules  as  to  electrical  construction  and  operation,  see 
Eloctbioitt,  1. 
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ELECTRICALLY  CONNECTED. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 

ELECTRICITY. 

/.  In  general f   1. 
II,  Electrical  interference^  J&— 5. 

a.  Electrolysis  of  gas  mains,  2, 

h.  Electrical  interference  between  wires,  3—5. 

I.  In  general. 

Method  of  accounting  for  company  rendering  electric  street  railway, 
and  heating  service,  see  Accounting,  10. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  electric  utility,  see  Appobtionment,  1-3. 

Apportionment  as  between  gas  and  electric  departments,  see  Apportion- 
ment, 28. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas,  and  heating 
departments,  see  Apportionment,  29. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  heating  departments,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 30-36. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  street  railway  departments  of 
utility,  see  Apportionment,  37-41. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  utility  operating  electric  and 
water  departments,  see  Apportionment,  42, -43. 

Xecessity  of  certificate  of  convenience  in  Wisconsin  for  extension  into 
city  where  utility  is  already  operating  under  local  consent,  see 
•  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  3. 

Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  transmission  line  to  convey 
power  from  ice  plant  to  water  plant,  see  Certificates  of  Con- 
venience AND  Necessity,  6. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construction 
by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered  territory, 
see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  13. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  wire  crossing 
over  railroad,  see  Commissions,  17. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railway  company  from 
burden  of  furnishing  electricity  for  operation  of  bridges,  see  Com- 
missions, 31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  wiring  of  houses  by 
electric  company,  see  Commissions,  38. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  increase  rates  for  electricity  to  be  paid 
by  one  company  to  another,  see  Constitutional  Law,  75. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  queation  of  past  damages  due 
to  electrolysis,  see  Damages,  1. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  electric  plant,  see  Depreciation,  31-41. 

Right  of  municipal  plant  to  establish  resale  price  of  electricity  sold  to 
light  and  power  company,  see  Discrimination,  5. 

Not  to  be  furnished  to  municipal  plant  at  less  than  cost,  see  Discrim- 
iwation,  16. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as  dis- 
criminatory, see  Discrimination,  44,  46. 
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Apportioning  difference  of  cost  between  steam  generated  -and  water 
generated  electricity,  see  Discrimination,  46. 

Discrimination  in  rendering  service  by  electric  company,  see  Discrim- 
NATION,  75-78. 

Exchange  of  water  service  for  electric  service  as  discriminatory,  see 
DiSCRIMINAJION,  8»,  90. 

Estoppel  of  electric  company  to  claim  rights  in  water,  see  Estoppel,  1. 

Service  of  electricity  by  street  railways  in  territory  occupied  by  electric 
company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  3. 

Sufficiency  of  petition  for  extension  of  electric  service  und^r  Indiana 
statute,  see  Pleading,  3. 

Whether  company  selling  electricity  is  engaged  in  public  calling  a9 
question  of  fact  or  law,  see  Public  Utilities,  5. 

Manufacturing  company  selling  electricity  as  a  public  utility,  see  Pub- 
lic Utilities,  8. 

Electric  company  supplying  mining  companies  with  power  as  public 
utility,  see  Pubuc  Utiuties,  29. 

Company  organized  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  private 
property  as  becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to  charter  under 
New  York  Stock  Corporation  Law,  see  Public  Utilities,  38. 

Missouri  statute  as  contemplating  sale  of  electricity  for  public  use 
only,  see  PuBOO  Utilities,  40. 

Selling  surplus  product  as  constituting  company  public  utility,  see 
Public  Utilities,  44. 

Manufacture  and  sale  of  electricity  to  tenants  by  company  organized 
under  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law  as  public  serv- 
ice, see  Public  Utilities,  60. 

Sale  and  delivery  of  electric  current  from  one  company  to  another  for 
resale  as  public  service,  see   Public  Utilities,  52. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally  and  particularly,  217-246. 

Definiteness  of  municipal  ordinance  fixing  electric  rates  to  consumers, 
see  Rates,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  electric  rates,  see  Rates, 
25. 

Ohio  Commission  to  fix  single  maximum  rate  for  electric  service,  see 
Rates,  32. 

Power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  electricity  gener- 
ated outside  of  the  state  and  distributed  within,  see  Rates,  58. 

Jurisdiction  of  Ohio  cities  to  fix  gas  and  electric  rates,  see  Rates,  120- 
122,  124. 

Inefficiency  in  use  of  coal  to  produce  electricity,  see  Rates,  152. 

Validity  of  coal  clauses  in  electric  rate  contract  during  war  emergency, 
see  Rates,  215,  216. 

Household  appliances  to  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rather  than 
lighting  rate,  see  Rates,  230. 

Validity  of  uniform  minimum  monthly  charge  for  power  users  regard- 
less of  motor  ratings  or  connected  load,  see  Rates,  231. 

Flat  or  metered  rate  for  electricity,  see  Rates,  234,  236. 

Rates  for  electricity  varying  with  price  of  coal,  see  Rates,  238-240. 
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Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where  motive 
power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  electricity,  see 
Rates,  320. 

Cost  of  electric  service  based  on  steam  plant  operation,  rather  than 
on  transmission  line  cost,  see  RirruBN,  49. 

Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to  pay 
a  reasonable  rate,  see  Retubit,  83. 

Cost  of  operating  steam  plant  to  be  charged  to  operation,  although  only 
used  as  a  standby  plant,  see  Return,  86. 

Amount  of  annual  depreciation  as  allowance  for  amortization  of  obso- 
lete steam  plant  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return,  120. 

Citizens  to  bear  increased  cost  of  production  although  city  resells  elec- 
tricity purchased  from  utility,  see  Return,  128. 

Electric  department  not  to  make  up  losses  of  street  railways,  see  Re- 
turn, 203,  206,  208. 

Each  department  of  utility  to  be  self-sustaining,  see  Return,  204,  209. 

Rates  for  one  department  of  utility  to  be  increased  if  unreasonable,  al- 
though return  as  a  whole  is  reasonable,  see  Return,  207. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of  electric  oompany,  see  Return,  296-310. 

Service  by  electric  company,  see  Service  generally  and  particularly, 
119^123. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  gas  department  of  utility,  see  Service,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  where  escaping  electricity  injures  gas  main, 
see  Service,  38. 

Deposit  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  render  service  ap- 
plied for,  see  Service,  65. 

Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as  ex*, 
tension  under  Illinois  rule  authorizing  requiring  deposit,  see  Serv- 
ice, 85. 

Electric  extension  not  denied  merely  because  combined  gas  and  electric 
business  is  not  profitable,  see  Service,  86. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  electric  company,  see  Service,  103. 

Physical  connection  of  electric  company,  see  Service,  121,  122. 

Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  alternating  to 
direct  current  service,  see  Service,  123. 

Heating  service  not  incidental  to  electric,  see  Service,  134. 

Consideration  of  incompleted  auxiliary  steam  plant,  see  Valuation, 
137. 

Valuation  of  unused  water  sites,  see  Valuation,  141. 

Valuation  of  steam  generating  plant  rendered  obsoloscent  by  construc- 
tion of  transmission  line,  see  Valuation,  151. 

Allowance  of  working  capital  for  electric  company,  see  Valuation,  183, 
195. 

Annotation  on  electric  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  823;  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  626. 

Annotation  on  electrical  construction  and  operation,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  661. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  electric  plants  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  748; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  169. 
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Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B  p.  543;  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  878;   P.U.R.1919F,  p.  140. 

Annotation  on  serriee  by  electric  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 

R^ulations  to  be  observed  by  municipality  operating  an  electric 
utility,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  646. 

Discussion  of  advantages  of  alternating  over  direct  current  service, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  673. 

Definition  of  balanced  and  residual  current,  balanced  and  residual 
voltages,  barrel,  class  H.  power  circuit,  communication  circuits,  con- 
iiguration,  co-ordination,  discontinuity,  electrically  connected,  line, 
parallel,  signal  circuit,  and  transposition,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

1.  Rules  adopted  by  the  California  Commission  with  reference  to 
the  construction  and  operation  of  electric  power  and  communication 
lines  for  the  prevention  or  mitigation  of  inductive  interference.  Re 
Oonstruction  &  Operation  of  Electric  Power  &  Communication  lines, 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  643. 

//.  Electrical  interference. 

a.  Electrolysis  of  gas  mains, 

2.  A  traction  c(nnpany  Was  required  to  maintain  its  rail  bonding 
system  in  the  beet  possible  condition  so  as  to  prevent  the  electrolysis 
of  adjoining  gas  mains.  Brazil  Gas  Co.  ▼.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Trac- 
tion Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  679. 

l>.  Electrical  interference  between  wires, 

3.  Whether  a  telephone  company  or  an  electric  company  shall 
bear  the  burden  of  damages  caused  by  interference  with  telephone 
service  by  high  voltage  electric  lines  constructed  in  the  same  high- 
way depends  upo:n  priority  of  occupation;  .but  where  this  burden  falls 
upon  an  electrical  ccmipany,  it  is  required  to  bear  only  the  cost  of 
restoring  telephone  service.  Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  ▼.  Union  Electric  Light 
A  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.919C,  733. 

4.  A  telephone  company  having  a  grounded  system  which  was 
interfered  with  by  the  construction  of  a  13,000  volt  transmission  line 
paralleling  a  part  of  its  system  was  held  entitled  to  have  its  entire 
lines  made  metallic;  but  the  electric  company  was  required  to  pay 
only  two  thirds  of  the  expense  thereof.  Meissner  Telepli.  Co.  v.  Union 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919C,  733. 

6.  A  13,000  volt  electric  transmission  line  built  and  operated  in 
close  proximity  to  a  grounded  telephone  system  was  held  to  cause 
substantial  interference  by  induction  with  the  telephone  lines,  and 
*  therefore  to  amount  to  an  interference  to  such  an  extent  and  of  such 
character  as  to  render  them  incapable  of  efficient  and  satisfactory 
commercial  use.  Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  ▼.  Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  788. 

EUBCTBIO  ItAII.WAT. 

See  Intebxjbbak  Railways;  Stbebt  Railways. 
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Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where  motive 
power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  electricity,  see 
Rates,  329. 

Cost  of  electric  service  based  on  steam  plant  operation,  rather  than 
on  transmission  line  cost,  see  Rctubn,  49. 

Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to  pay 
a  reasonable  rate,  see  Retubn,  83. 

Cost  of  operating  steam  plant  to  be  charged  to  operation,  although  only 
used  as  a  standby  plant,  see  Return,  86. 

Amount  of  annual  depreciation  as  allowance  for  amortization  of  obso- 
lete steam  plant  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return,  120. 

Citizens  to  bear  increased  cost  of  production  although  city  resells  elec- 
tricity purchasied  from  utility,  see  Rbtuen,  128. 

Electric  department  not  to  make  up  losses  of  street  railways,  see  Re- 
turn, 203,  206,  208. 

Each  department  of  utility  to  be  self-sustaining,  see  Return,  204,  209. 

Rates  for  one  department  of  utility  to  be  increased  if  unreasonable,  al- 
though return  as  a  whole  is  reasonable,  see  Return,  207. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of  electric  oompany,  see  Return,  296-310. 

Service  by  electric  company,  see  Skrvicb  generally  and  particularly, 
119^123. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  gas  department  of  utility,  see  Service,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  where  escaping  dectrioity  injures  gas  main, 
see  Service,  38. 

Deposit  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  render  service  ap- 
plied for,  see  Service,  65. 

Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as  ex-, 
tension  under  Illinois  rule  authorizing  requiring  deposit,  see  Serv- 
ice, 85. 

Electric  extension  not  denied  merely  because  combined  gas  and  electric 
business  is  not  profitable,  see  Service,  86. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  electric  company,  see  Service,  103. 

Physical  connection  of  electric  company,  see  Service,  121,  122. 

Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  alternating  to 
direct  current  service,  see  Service,  123. 

Heating  service  not  incidental  to  electric,  see  Service,  134. 

Consideration  of  incompleted  auxiliary  steam  plant,  see  Valuation, 
137. 

Valuation  of  unused  water  sites,  see  Valuation,  141. 

Valuation  of  steam  generating  plant  rendered  obsolescent  by  construc- 
tion of  transmission  line,  see  Valuation,  151. 

Allowance  of  working  capital  for  electric  company,  see  Valuation,  183, 
195. 

Annotation  on  electric  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  823;  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  626. 

Annotation  on  electrical  construction  and  operation,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  661. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  electric  plants  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  748; 
P.UJt.l919F,  p.  169. 
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Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B  p.  543;  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  878;   P.U.R.1919F,  p.  140. 

Annotation  on  service  by  electric  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 

R^ulations  to  be  observed  by  municipality  operating  an  electric 
utility,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  546. 

Discussion  of  advantages  of  alternating  over  direct  current  service, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  573. 

Definition  of  balanced  and  residual  current,  balanced  and  residual 
voltages,  barrel,  class  H.  power  circuit,  communication  circuits,  con- 
figuration, co-ordination,  discontinuity,  electrically  connected,  line, 
parallel,  signal  circuit,  and  transposition,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 

1.  Rules  adopted  by  the  California  Commission  with  reference  to 
the  construction  and  operation  of  electric  power  and  communication 
lines  for  the  prevention  or  mitigation  of  inductive  interference.  Re 
Oonstruction  &  Operation  of  Electric  Power  &  Communication  Lines, 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  643. 

//.  Electrical  interference, 

a.  Electrolysis  of  gas  mains. 

2.  A  traction  ccmipany  Was  required  to  maintain  its  rail  bonding 
system  in  l^e  beet  possible  condition  so  as  to  prevent  the  electrolysis 
of  adjoining  gas  mains.  Brazil  Gas  Co.  ▼.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Trac- 
tion Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  579. 

ft.  Electrical  interference  hetween  wires, 

8.  Whether  a  telephone  company  or  an  electric  company  shall 
bear  the  burden  of  damages  caused  by  interference  with  telephone 
service  by  high  voltage  electric  lines  constructed  in  the  same  high- 
way depends  upon  priority  of  occupation;  .but  where  this  burden  falk 
upon  an  electrical  company,  it  is  required  to  bear  only  the  cost  of 
restoring  telephone  service.  Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Union  Electric  Light 
A  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.919C,  733. 

4.  A  telephone  company  having  a  grounded  system  which  was 
interfered  with  by  the  construction  of  a  13,000  volt  transmission  line 
paralleling  a  part  of  its  system  was  held  entitled  to  have  its  entire 
lines  made  metallic;  but  the  electric  company  was  required  to  pay 
only  two  thirds  of  the  expense  thereof.  Meissner  Telepli.  Co.  v.  Union 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919C,  733. 

5.  A  13,000  volt  electric  transmission  line  built  and  operated  in 
close  proximity  to  a  grounded  telephone  system  was  held  to  cause 
substantial   interference  by  induction  with  the  telephone  lines,   and 

^  therefore  to  amount  to  an  interference  to  such  an  extent  and  of  such 
character  as  to  render  them  incapable  of  efficient  and  satisfactory 
commercial  use.  Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  ▼.  Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  783. 

EUBCTBIO  BAII.WAT. 

See   INTEBXJBBAK   RAILWAYS;    StBEBT  RaILWAYB. 
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Certificate  for  constructioa  of  electric  railway  as  authorizing  con- 
etruction  of  monorail  railway,  see  Ckbtifioatks  or  Conven- 

lENGE    AND    NeGESSITT,    14,    15. 

ELECTROLYSIS. 

Injuries  from,  see  Electricity. 

ELEMENTS. 

Action  of,  as  a  factor  of  depreciation,  see  Dep&bciation,  7,  8. 

ELEVATED  RAILWAYS. 

See  also  Stbeet  Railways. 

Power  of  Conunission  to  require  removal  of  elevated  trains  from 
streets,  see  Service,  8. 

ELEVATOR. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  designate  point  for 

location  of  portable  grain  elevator,  see  Interstate  Commerce, 

12. 
Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as 

extension  under  Illinois  rule  authorizing  requiring  deposit,  see 

Service,  86. 

ELIGIBILITY. 

Provision  in  Tennessee  Railroad  Commission  Act  as  to  eligibility 

of  Commissioners  carried  over  into  act  extending  powers  to 

all  utilities,  see  Commissions,  3. 
Power  of  city  to  attack  Tennessee  statute  because  of  failure  to 

provide  for  eligibility  of  Commissioners,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  2. 

EUMINATIOlf. 

Of  grade  crossings,  see  Crossings. 

EBCERGENCY. 

Existence  of,  as  question  for  court  or  Commission,  see  Appeal  and 

Review,  17. 
Validity  under  Wisconsin  statute  of  emergency  rate  order  in  absence 

of  statutory  emergency,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  20. 
Adjournment  of  emergency  rate  application,  see  Procedure,  8. 
Procedure  for  securing  increase  in  rates  under  Indiana  statute, 

see  Rates,  2. 
Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  or 

appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  asserted 

by  Supreme  Court,  see  Rates,  31. 
Validity  of  coal  clauses  in  electric  rate  contract  during  war  emer- 
gency, see  Rates,  215,  216. 
Duty  of  Commission  under  emergency  provision  of  Indiana  statute 

to  make  appraisal  of  property,  see  Reh^ubn,  9. 
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What  constitutes  emergency  empowering  Indiana  Oommission  to 
increase  franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  see  Re- 
TUBN,  10. 

Excess  earnings  to  meet  emergency  expenses,  see  Rettubn,  79. 

Consideration  of  war  conditions  and  emergency  relief  in  fixing 
reasonableness  of  return,  see  Retubx,  220-295. 

Duration  of  emergency  relief,  see  Return,  252-258. 

Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  under  Indiana  statute  to 
be  only  temporary,  see  Return,  258. 

Necessity  of  valuation  on  application  for  emergency  relief,  see 
Return,  259-272. 

Return  as  a  whole  to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for 
emergency  relief,  see  Return,  277. 

Effect  of  increased  rates  on  street  and  interui*ban  railways,  see 
Rkturn,  287-295. 

Patron  and  not  operator  to  determine  emergency  nature  of  tele- 
phone call,  see  Servick,  221. 

Valuation  for  emergency  rate-making  purposes  to  be  made  from 
practical  standpoint,  see  Valuation,  4. 

Allowance  of  working  in  emergency  rate  proceeding,  see  Valua- 
tion, 181. 

No  allowance  for  intangibles  in  valuation  upon  emergency  applica- 
*tion,  see  Valuation,  199,  204. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  power  plant  between  electric  and 
heating  departments  although  energj'  is  purchased,  see  Appor- 
tionment, 30. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  emergency  relief,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
633. 

Annotation  on  emergency  relief  from  war  conditions,  P.U.R.1919C, 
p.  876. 

Definition  of  emergency  entitling  utility  to  relief  in  application 
for  increase  in  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  320. 

EMINENT  DOMAIN. 

Taking  over  of  utility  by  municipality,  see  Municipal  Plants, 
6-8. 

1.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  would  not  be  justi- 
iied  in  withholding  its  consent  to  the  acquisition  by  condemnation  of 
real  estate  needed  by  a  railroad  company,  upon  application  pursuant 
to  chapter  284  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  merely  because  of  the  pendency 
of  a  partition  suit  between  the  parties.  Re  Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit 
R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919C,  946. 

2.  The  injury  to  an  existing  privately  owned  street  railway  sys- 
tem from  the  establishment  of  a  parallel  municipal  street  railway,  in 
so  far  as  such  injury  is  an  inevitable  consequence  of  the  doing  by  the 
city  of  what  the  street  railway  company's  franchise  did  not  make  un- 
lawful, is  not  a  taking  of  the  company's  property  that  requires  resort 
to  eminent  domain.  United  Railroads  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  282  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  517,  63  L.  ed.  739,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  361). 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


166  EMPLOYEE»— EQUIPMENT. 

EMPLOYEES. 

JuriBdiction  of  Commission  to  regulate  wages  of  employees,  see 
Commissions,  48. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  Commission  to  draw  salary  vouch- 
er for  employee,  see  Mandamus,  2. 

Comparison  of  wages  of  platform  men  of  street  railways,  see 
Rates,  151. 

Of  street  railways  and  interurban  railways  to  co-operate  with  pat- 
rons, see  Retubn,  8. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commisuon  to  require  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Retubn,  13. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees 
are  on  a  strike,  see  Sebvigb,  22. 

Adequate  service  as  including  courtesy  of  employees  to  patrons, 
see  Sebvioe,  66,  67. 

Inability  to  pay  suiBcient  wages  to  employees  as  justifying  discon- 
tinuance of  service,  see  Skbvice,  102. 

Meter  readers  to  wear  badge,  see  Service,  129. 

Annotation  on  power  of  C<Hnmission  over  salaries  of  employees, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  67. 

EMPTIES. 

Necessity  of  drawing  empty  cars  to  place  of  loading  as  factor 
to  be  considered  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  298. 

ENEBGT. 

See  EuBCTBicirr. 

EH6IHEEBIN6  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  for  engineering  in  construction  of  street  railway,  see 
Valuation,  84,  96,  99,  101,  102,  107. 

Allowance  for  engineering  based  on  value  of  land,  meters,  fur- 
niture, fixtures,  and  tools  of  gas  company,  see  Valuation,  86. 

EKOINEERS. 

President  not  to  act  as  engineer  of  utility,  see  Public  Utilitibs,  1. 

ENGIHE  TOH  MILE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment,  16. 

EQUAL  PBOTECTIOH  OF  THE  LAW. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  transport  show  as  denial  of  due  process 

and  equal  protection,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  31. 
Denial  of  equal  protection,  see  Constitutional  Law,  26-28. 

EQUIPMENT* 

See  CoNSTBuoTioir  and  Equipkent. 
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EQUITT. 

See  also  G6x7BT8. 

Appeal  from  Commiasion  to  be  treated  as  suit  in  equity,  see  Affeal 

Aifi>  Revisw,  9. 
City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  parly  to  suit  in 

equity  by  railroad  against  Commission  to  review  rate  order, 

see  Appeal  aicd  Review,  54. 
Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate 

given  as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see 

Pbocedube,  9. 
Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase 

in  rates,  see  Retubn,  14. 
Commission  rather  than  court  of  equity  as  having  power  to  author- 
ize abandonment  of  service,  see  Sebvige,  35-37. 

EKBONEOUS  JUDGMElfTS. 

Effect  of  erroneous  judgment,  see  Judgments,  L 

ERROB. 

See  generally.  Appeal  akd  Review. 

From  United  States  Supreme  Court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  27-34. 

Effect  of  immaterial  errors,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  44. 

ESTIMATES. 

Weight  to  be  attached  to  unsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and 
revenues  of  extension,  see  Evidence;  2. 

ESTOPPEI.. 

Invalid  rate  contract  as  not  working  estoppel,  see  Rates,  183. 

1.  An  elect:  >  company  is  not  estopped  from  proceeding  to  deter- 
mine its  rights  to  the  water  of  a  stream  because,  in  obedience  to  an 
order  of  the  Conunission  and  under  protest,  it  furnishes  power  for 
pumping  water  from  the  stream  for  the  benefit  of  another.  Webb  Bros. 
Co.  V.  California-Oregon  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  407. 

2.  A  company  delivering  water  to  anyone  applying  therefor  is 
not  estopped  from  claiming  itself  to  be  a  public  utility  by  the  fax*t 
that,  in  order  to  secure  an  extension  of  its  corporate  life,  its  officers, 
directors,  and  stoclcholders  signed  a  statement  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
not  a  quasi  public  corporation.  Re  Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

3.  A  claim  in  an  answer  of  one  proceeded  against  by  a  Commis- 
sion for  the  operation  of  automobiles  without  permission,  of  the  right 
to  use  the  highways  by  virtue  of  the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  to  another,  estops  him  from  asserting  them  to 
be  other  than  public  highways,  especially  as  against  the  Commission 
seeking  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  public  by  exercising  jurisdiction 
over  them.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Jones  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D, 
«36  (S.  C.  —  Utah,  — ,  179  Pac.  746). 
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EVIDENCE. 

/.  lyt  generalf  1—5. 
II,  Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  Commission  orders,  6,  7, 

I.  In  general. 

Decision  setting  aside  order  of  Commission  to  be  based  on  evidence  be- 
fore the  court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  40. 

KflFect  of  erroneous  admission  of  evidence  over  objection,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  44. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  support  finding,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  45- 
48. 

Admission  of  evidence  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  49,  50. 

Judicial  notice  of  high  cost  of  materials,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  51. 

Evidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  under  New  York  statute  so 
as  to  authorize  continued  operation  without  procuring  consent  of 
Commission,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  4. 

Seed  of  proof  and  finding  of  necessity  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Pro- 
cedure, 3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  joint  railroad  rates  imder  Illinois  statute 
in  absence  of  evidence  of  public  necessity,  see  Rates,  105. 

Patrons  having  actual  notice  of  proposed  increase  in  rates  not  entitled 
to  complain  of  failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of  Pennsylvania 
statute  with  reference  to  posting,  see  Rates,  203. 

Necessary  to  establish  joint  rates,  see  Rates,  308. 

Proof  of  violation  of  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  constitu* 
tion,  see  Reparation,  2,  3. 

Increase  in  rates  without  evidence,  see  Return,  148. 

Of  need  of  relief  from  war  conditions,  see  Return,  241,  245. 

Street  railway  service  not  to  be  abandoned  without  evidence  that  pub- 
lic will  not  support  it,  see  Service,  180. 

Lack  of  patronage  as  evidence  that  service  is  not  required  by  public, 
see  Service,  196. 

Reproduction  cost  and  original  cost  as  evidence  of  fair  value,  see  Val- 
uation, 20. 

No  allowance  for  going  value  in  absence  of  evidence,  see  Valuation, 
201-203. 

As  to  value  of  franchises,  see  Valuation,  233,  234. 

No  allowance  for  value  of  water  rights  in  absence  of  evidence,  see  Val- 
uation, 238. 

Discussion  of  order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  element  of  evi- 
dence in  action  to  enforce  common  law  rights,  P.U.R.1019C,  p.  68^. 

Discussion  of  Commission  rate  order  as  evidence  of  reasonableness 
of  rates  in  action  by  shipper  to  enforce  common-Hw  rights,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  640. 

1.  A  general  objection  to  evidence,  a  portion  of  which  is  admis- 
sible, is  properly  overruled.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  A  N.  T. 
R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  —,  212  S.  W. 
535). 
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2.  The  Utah  Commission  will  not  accept  declarations  of  witnesses 
for  a  utility  as  to  matters  pertaining  to  the  expenses  and  revenues  of 
prospective  extensions,  which  the  witnesses  are  unable  to  substantiate 
by  facts;  since  these  are*  matters  which  are  peculiarly  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  utility,  and  cannot  be  supplied  from  any  other  source. 
Walters  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919F,  648. 

3.  The  records  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commission,  First 
District,  and  the  experts  on  its  staff,  whose  opinions  a  party  to  any 
controversy  before  the  Commission  is  willing  to  be  bound  by,  are  avail- 
able for  the  purpose  of  establishing  his  case,  where,  upon  proper  notice 
to  the  Commission  through  its  counsel,  it  appears  that  the  Interests  o( 
economy,  of  time  and  expense,  directness  of  proof,  and  the  just  fulfil- 
ments of  the  purposes  of  the  statutes,  will  be  promoted  by  the  granting 
of  a  request  therefor.  Re  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  377. 

4.  Annual  reports  of  public  utility  companies  may  be  offered  in 
evidence  before  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commission,  First  Dis- 
trict, for  or  against  the  utility,  the  weight  to  be  given  to  particular 
portions  of  the  company's  reports  remaining  in  eftch  instance  to  be 
determined  by  the  Commission  Re  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.  (N  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  377. 

5.  Memorials  in  approval  or  disapproval  of  a  proposed  increase  in 
utility  rates  do  not  constitute  evidence  upon  which  a  Commission  can 
base  its  decision.    Re  Public  Service  R.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 19inA,  204. 

n.  Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  ComnitHsion  orders. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  preservation  of  depreciation  reserve,  see  Dbpbe- 

ClATION,  70. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  discriminatory  character  of  existing  rates,  see 

DlSCBIMINATIO^N,  43. 

Presumption  of  reasonableness  of^rder  of  Commission,  see  Obdebs,  6. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Rates,  170-182. 
Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rules  of  utility,  see  Sebvice,  3. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  necessity  for  betterments  and  extensions,  see 

Service,  71. 
Burden  of  proof  with  respect  to  abandonment  of  portion  of  street  railway 

line,  see  Sebvice,  193. 

Annotation  on  presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rates,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  625. 

Presumption  as  to  similarity  of  laws  of  sister  states,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  7. 

6.  The  burden  is  upon  the  party  complaining  to  show  that  a  Com- 
micsion  order  is  unreasonable.  Anggelina  &  N.  River  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  454  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212 
8.  W.  703). 

7.  In  the  absence  of  any  proof  to  the  contrary,  rules,  regulations, 
or  recommendations  adopted  by  a  commission  will  be  presumed  to  be 
reasonable.     Re  Madison   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919E,  543. 
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EXCESS  FABE8. 

On  interurban  railways,  aee  Rates,  28L 
On  Btreet  railways,  see  Rates,  338. 

EXCESSIVE  CHAB6ES. 

Power  of  Maryland  Commission  to  require  street  railway  to  issue 

excess  fare  receipts  upon  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates,  102. 
Refund  of,  see  Repabation. 

EXCESS  METHOD. 

Excess  method  of  apportioning  value  of  mains  of  water  company, 
see  Afportionment,  27. 

EXCESS  PROFITS  TAX. 

As  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  68. 

EXCHANGES. 

Generally,  see  Telephones. 

Telephone  rates  as  affected  by  size  of  exchange,  see  Rates,  353.        ' 

Drawing  of  line  between  telephone  exchanges,  see  Rates,  354. 

EXCUSE. 

War  conditions  as  excuse  for  nonperformance  of  contract  fixing 
street  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  192. 

EX  PARTE. 

Proper  branch  of  court  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceedings 
under  New  Tork  statute,  aee  Fbocedube,  1: 

EX^BHSES. 

See  Costs  and  Expenses. 

EXPERTS. 

Admissibility  of  evidence  of  experts  on  appeal,  see  Afp^bal  and 

Review,  60. 
Of  Commission  as  witnesses,  see  Evidencb,  3. 
Consideration  of  opinion  of,  see  Valuatioit,  42. 

EXPLOSIVES. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers, 
see  Automobiles,  15. 

EXPRESS. 

Apportionment  of  express  revenue  of  interurban  railway,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 17. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 

Temporary  injunction  to  restrain  increase  in  rates  of  express  com- 
pany operating  under  Federal  control,  see  Injunction,  9. 

Baggage  transfer  company  as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utiuties, 
21. 
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Source  of  Director  General's  power  to  doee  eacpress  station  on 

railroads,  see  Railboads,  5. 
Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regulate 

rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 
City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  to  fix  rates  of  trans- 
fer company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license, 

see  Rates,  123. 
Federal  control  of  intrastate  express  service,  see  Sebvioe,  10. 
Jurisdiction   of  Maine   Commission   over   local   express  service  as 

limited   by   action   of  Interstate   Commerce   Commission,   see 

Service,  17. 
Return  immaterial  upon  question  as  to  necessity  for  service,  see 

Sebvicb,  124. 
Sunday  express  pick-up  and  delivery  service,  see  Sebvice,  125. 
IMscontinuing  use  of  building  as  warehouse  when  needed  for  express 

business,  see  Service,  183. 

Aanotation  on  express  rates,  P.U.R1919D,  p.  569. 
Annotation  on  service  of  express  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 

■KTBH8IOH  OF.8ERVIOE. 

See  also  Beitebmf.nts. 

Necessity  of  oertiflcate  of  convenience  in  Wisconsin  for  extension 

into  city  where  utility  is  already  operating  under  local  consent, 

see  Cebtitioatbs  of  Convenience  and  Neoessftt,  3. 
Orders  relative  to  sidetracks  as  denial  of  dye  process,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  18-22.  v 
Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 

railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 
Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchasing 

bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  79. 
Weight  to  be  attached  to  unsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and 

revenues  of  extension,  see  Evidence,  2. 
SuiBciency  of  petition  for  extension  of  electric  service  under  Indiana 

statute,  see  Pleading,  3.  « 

An  extensions  not  necessarily  to  be  self-sustaining,  see  Return,  199. 
Consideration  to  be  given  to  return  as  a  whole  in  determining  need 

for  extension  of  service,  see  Return,  200. 
Liability  of  utility  on  certain  guaranties  as  not  preventing  ap- 
proval of  bonds  to  make  necessary  extensions  and  in>prp<ve- 

mentS)  see  Security  Issues,  17. 
Extension  of  service  generally,  see  Sbrvioe,  68-88. 
Utility  not  required  to  make  extension  where  rights  of  way  can  be 

procured  only  at  exorbitant  prices,  see  Service,  70.         ^  ^  . 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  necessity  for  extension  of  service,  see  S^jbvice, 

71. 
]>aty  of  utility  to  extend  service  as  affected  by  prospective  return, 

see  Service,  74,  79.   , 
Utility  having  monopoly  to  make  proper  extensions  of  service,  see 

Service,  75-77. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 11. 
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Each  extension  not  to  be  considered  as  independent  unit  with  re- 
spect to  bearing  cost,  see  Service,  78. 

Consumers'  guaranty  upon,  see  Service,  82-85. 

Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as 
extension  under  Illinou  rule  authorizing  requiring  deposit,  see 
Service,  85. 

Extensions  by  gas  company,  see  Service,  130,  131. 

Extension  of  telephone  service,  see  Service,  213-215. 

Extension  of  water  service,  see  Service,  230,  240. 

Consideration  of  ill-advised  investment  in  extensionh  of  railway  line, 
see  Valuation,  124. 

Annotation  on  extension  of  service,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  285. 

EXTRAORDINABY  EXPENSES. 

Excess  earnings  to  meet,  see  Retturn,  79. 

FACILITIES. 

Cutting  of  telephone  lines  as  change  of  facilitieB  under  Illinois  stat- 
ute, see  Service,  218. 

FACTS. 

Commission's  findings  to  cover  "the  subject  matter  and  facts,"  see 

Appeal  and  Review,  43. 
'   Finding  of  facts  by  Commission  not  reviewed  upon  common -law 

certiorari,  see  Certiorari,  3. 
What  constitutes  interstate  commerce  as  question  of  fact,  see  Inter* 

state  Commerce,  1. 
Allegations  as  to  facts  to  be  accepted  in  mandamus  proceeding,  see 

Mandamus,  1. 
Whether  company  selling  electricity  is  engaged  in  public  calling  as 

question  of  fact  or  law,  see  Public  Utilities.  5. 
Jurisdiction  of  court  to  award  reparation  where  facta  are  undis* 

puted,  see  Reparation,  6. 

FAIR  VALUE. 

Fair  value  of  property  as  basis  of  return,  see  Return,  16-17,  20-23. 
Definition  of,  sfee  Valuation,  1. 
Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  4-44, 

FAHS. 

Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  alternating 
to  direct  current  service,  see  Service,  123. 

FARES. 

Generally,  see  Rates. 

FARM  CROSSINGS. 

Establishment  of^  see  Cbossinos,  29. 
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Farmers  living  in  one  community  to  be  included  in  one  telephone 
sone,  see  Rates,  361. 

FAUCETS. 

Same  diarge  for  single  as  for  several  openings,  see  Discrimination, 
74. 

FEDERAIf  jCONSTITUTIOK. 

See  also  Constitution. 

Order  requiring  railroad  company  to  extend  sidetracks  as  denial  of 
due  process  under  Federal  Constitution,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  20. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  over  bills  based  on  Federal  Constitu- 
tion, see  Coubts,  7. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  consti- 
tuting confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Constitution, 
see  Return,  346. 

FEDEBAI*  CONTBOIi. 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  compel  owners  of  railroads  to 
turn  it  over  to  Federal  government,  see  Commissions,  19. 

Federal  control  of  railroads  as  limiting  jurisdiction  of  Commission, 
see  Commissions,  52-54. 

Federal  control  of  telephones  and  telegraphs  as  limiting  jurisdiction 
of  Commission,  see  Commissions,  55,  56. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  rates  of  railroad 
under  Federal  control,  see  Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  President  un- 
der Federal  Control  Act,  see  Courts,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over  crossings  as  affected  by  Federal 
control  of  railroads,  see  Crossings,  12,  13. 

Temporary  injunction  to  restrain  increase  in  rates  of  express  com- 
pany operating  under  Federal  control,  see  iNJUNcrriON,  9. 

Apportionment  by  Maine  Commission  of  cost  of  use  of  terminal  by 
railroads  under  Federal  control,  see  Intercorporate  Relations, 
2. 

Director  General  as  party  to  proceedings  to  compel  railroad  under 
Federal  control  to  construct  sidetrack,  see  Parties,  11. 

Postmaster  General  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  injunc- 
tion action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Parties, 
12-14. 

Federal  control  of  railroads  as  limiting  state  control,  see  Railroads, 
4. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power 
rather  than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

Power  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  as  affected  by  Fed- 
eral control,  see  Rates,  35-53. 
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Practice  of  Interstate  (Dommerce  Com]ni88i<Hi  not  binding  After  1^- 
I '    /       roAd'hat  been  released  from  Federal  control,  see  Raths,  62. 

Comparison  of  interurban  railway  .tates  with  rates  of  railroads 
under  Federal  control,  see  Rates,  266-268. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  railrpad  rates,  see  Rates,  2fil-£f 4« 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  telephone  rates,  see  Rates,  856-359. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  interest,  taxes  and  dividMds  of  rail- 
road under  Federal  control,  see  Sbcubht  Issues,  28. 

Of  intrastate  express  service,  see  Sbbvioe,  10. 

Power  of  Commission  over  service  as  limited  by  Federal  OMitrol  of 
railroads,  see  Service,  11-15.  } 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  require  physical  con- 
nection of  telephone  lines  under  Federal  control,  -ste  Sehvick, 
16.  1. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  requiring  service  by  railroad  company, 
see  Service,  146-147. 

Telephones  and  telegraphy  as  subject  to  Nevada  statute  notwith- 
standing Federal  control,  see  Telephones,  2-4. 

Power  of  Congress  and  President  to  take  over  telephones  and  tele- 
graphs under  Federal  control  statute,  see  TEXKPnoSES^  3^  4.  "i 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  on  jurisdiction  of  Conmiis- 
sion,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  459. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  on  power  of  Commission  to 
regulate  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  622. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  of  railroads  and  telephones, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  307. 

Annotation  on  Federal  control  of  telephones,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  714. 

FEBERAI.  COUBT8. 

Right  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court  where  same  controversy  has 
been  settled  in  state  dourt,  see  Judgment,  2. 

FEDE^AI.  FUEI.  ADMIiaSTRATION. 

Effect  of  orders  of,  upon  duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  render 
service,  see  Service,  139. 

FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  owners  of  railroad  to  turn  property 
over  to  Federal  govemmeat,  see  Commissions,  19. 

FEDERAL  INCOME  TAX. 

As  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  64,  65,  67-69. 

Annotation  on  Federal  income  tax  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R.' 
1919F,  p.  131. 

FEDERAL  OFFIOER». 

Suit  to  restrain  action  by,  as  affected  by  immunity  of  United  States 
'  from  suit,  see  United  States,  1. 
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FBDERAI.  QITESTIOirSw 

What  are,  see  Appeal  and  Rkview,  27,  32-34. 

What  constitutes  Federal  question  justifying  direct  appeal  to  Fed- 
eral Supreme  Courts  see  Appeal  and  Review,  30. 

Injunction  against  enforcement  of  street  railway  franchise  rates  as 
presenting  Federal  question  sustaining  original  jurisdiction  of 
Federal  courts,  see  Ck>UBT8,  9b 

FEDERAL  SUPREME  COURT. 

Error  from,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  27-34. 

What  constitutes  Federal  question  justifying  direct  appeal  to,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  30. 

Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  decree 
enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 69-62. 

FEES  AND  COMMISSIONS. 

Eiaction  of  fee  for  certificate  for  issuance  of  securities  as  inter- 
ference with  interstate  commerce,  see  Intebstate  Ck)ifMEBCK, 
^  26. 

When  foreign  interstate. railroad  may  contest  fee  for  issuing  securi* 
ties  after  applying  for  certificate,  see  Security  Issues,  36. 

Allowance  for  commissions  on  sale  of  bonds,  see  Valuation,  112. 

EENCES. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  order  respecting  farm  cross- 
ing, because  of  failure  of  Commission  to  make,  findings  of  fact 
with  respect  to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  42. 

Of  private  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  29. 

FERRIES. 

Patron  as  proper  party  to  test  jurisdiction  of  tribunal  attempting  to 

increase  ferry  rates,  see  Pabtibs,  4. 
Validity  of  West  Virginia  statute  authorizing  Ck>mmissioB  to  ftx 

ferry  rates,  see  Rates,  104. 

FILED  SCHEBUUBS. 

Deviation  from,  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimination,  37.. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  req\iire  the  filing  of  rate  sched- 
ules, see  Rates,  97. 

Filing  of  rate  schedules,  see  Raivs,  lM-205. 

Necessity  of  filing  schedule  for  demand  charge,  see  Rates,  218. 

Regulations  as  to  the  filing  of  rate  schedules  by  gas  oompanies,  see 
Rates,  247. 

FDIAI.  ORDERS. 

What  constitutes  final  orders  subject  to  a|>peal  mder  Illinoit  ttat- 
ute»  see  Appbai.  and  Review,  39. 
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Right  of  intervener  to  appeal  from  final  ordef,  see  Appeai  jam 
Review,  53. 

Definition  of  final  order,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  799. 

FINANCES. 

See  also  Security  Issues.  \ 

Cost  of  finances  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Valuation,  99. 

FINDINGS. 

Sufiiciency  of  findings  by  court  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 
3. 

Power  of  Missouri  supreme  court  to  make  findings  of  fact  on  appeal 
from  order  of  Commission,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  9. 

Validity  under  South  Dalcota  statute  of  order  respecting  farm  cross- 
ing, because  of  failure  of  Commission  to  make  findings  of  fact 
with  respect  to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  42. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Ordees. 

Need  of  proof  and  finding  of  necessity  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Pbo- 
cedure,  3. 

Sufficient  to  establish  joint  rates,  see  Rates,  308. 

FINES  AND  PENALTIES. 

Louisiana  Commission  not  required  to  show  cause  as  to  discretionary 

order,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  21. 
Reversal  of  order  imposing  fine  against  utility  because  of  lack  of 

supporting  evidence  in  record,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  46. 
Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  see  Payment,  8. 
Liability  of  telephones  to  fines  under  state  law  although  obeying 

orders  of  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  46. 

Annotation  on  fines  and  penalties,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  683. 

1.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  power  to  enforce  orders  throu.a^h 
contempt  proceedings.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell 
Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  255. 

2.  Inasmuch  as  Congress  reserved  to  the  state  the  power  to  make 
and  enforce  rates  on  intrastate  business,  a  telephone  compa-ny  cannot 
escape  its  liability  to  fine  for  violation  of  Commission  orders  on  the 
plea  that  it  was  acting  under  the  order  of  the  Postmaster  General. 
State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  255. 

3.  Rates  and  practices  of  a  telephone  company  diflferent  from  those 
prescribed  by  the  Oklahoma  Commission  are  not  justified  by  an  order 
of  the  Postmaster  Geneml  of  the  United  States.  Gibbons  v.  South- 
western Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  680. 

4.  The  fact  that  no  final  notice  had  been  given  to  a  utility  of  a 
letter  explanatory  of  an  order  requiring  utilities  to  make  reports 
of  costs  of  construction  of  equipment,  does  not  deprive  the  Commis- 
sion of  jurisdiction  of  proceedings  against  the  utility  for  failure  to  make 
thA  r«quired  reports,  where  due  notice  of  the  order  had  been  given  and 
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the  utility  contends  that  it  had  given,  or  in  good  faith  had  ftttempted 
to  give  the  required  information.  Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  G3   (8.  C.  —  Okla.  —,  180  Pac.  849). 

5.  The  giving  of  a  transfer  inadvertently  mispunched  so  as  to  ren- 
der it  nonusable  is  not  a  violation  of  subdivision  7  of  §  49  of  the  New 
York  Publie  Service  Comimssiona  Law,  providing  a  penalty  for  refusal 
to  give  a  transfer.  Osborne  v.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919K,  871  (S.  C.  226  N.  Y.  421,  123  N.  E.  849). 

FINISHED  PRODUCT. 

Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case 
finished  product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 

Transportation  of  lumber  from  forest  to  mill  within  the  state  fol- 
lowed by  transportation  of  finished  product  without  the  state  as 
interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commexce,  8. 

n»B. 

'  tse  of  oil  burning  locomotives  in  forest  reserve,  see  Ratlboads,  7. 
Power  of  Maine  municipality  to  contract  for  water  for  fire  and 

municipal  purposes  as  implying  right  to  fix  rates  for  domestic 

consumers,  see  Rates,  128. 
Power  of  municipality  to  contract  for  water  for  municipal  and  fire 

purposes  as  implying  power  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  134. 
Delay  caused  by  forest  fire  as  giving  relief  from  demurrage  charge, 

see  Rates,  314. 
Conflict  between  Minnesota  statute  relative  to  station  and  municipal 

building  ordinances,  see  Service,  162,  163. 
Property  destroyed  by  fire  as  a  development  loss,  see  Valuation, 

164. 

FIREMEK. 

Firemen  in  charge  of  locomotives,  see  Rah.roads,  6; 

FIRE  PROTECTION. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  water  company  as  between 

fire  service  and  general  service,  see  Apportionment,  24. 
Apportionment  for  ascertaining  cost  of  fire  protection  service,  see 

Apportionment,  26,  27.  ' 

Exercise  by  municipality  of  proprietary  power  in  fixing  hydrant 

rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  56. 
Power  of  Conunission  to  change  rates  for  fire  hydrants,  Btee  OdN- 

stptutional  Law,  37. 
Elimination  of  free  hydrant  service,  see  Discrimination,  1. 
Municipal  plant  to  malte  proper  charge  for  public  fire  protection, 

see  Discrimination,  11. 
Ability  of  municipality  to  pay  rate  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 

fixing  charge  for  fire  protection,  see  Rates,  158. 
Water  rates  for,  see  Rates,  395-402. 

Metering  water  for  fire  protection  service,  see  Service,  242.  -  t 

Duty  of  utility  to  buy  fire  hydrants  from  municipality,  see  Service, 

243. 
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FIVB  OEHT  FARES. 

Franchise  right  to  5  cent  street  railwaj  fare  ae  impaired  hj  mM' 
nance  requiring  tranafer,  see  Coh8TITUTK>2Ial  IdLW,  31. 

FIXED  CHARGES. 

Comparison  of  fixed  charges  of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  161. 
Absorption  of,  see  Rates,  255. 
As  necessary  operating  expenses,  see  Rtruaiv,  12S. 
Street  railway  company  to  be  satisfied  with  earning  fixed  charges 
during  war  time,  see  Retukn,  231. 

FIXTURES. 

Same  charge  for  single  as  for  several  openings,  see  Discbiminatioh, 

74.. 
Sewer  rate  based  on  room  or  fixture,  see  Ratss,  321. 
Value  of,  as  basis  for  allowance  for  overhead  expe&aea,  see  Tmkva- 

TION,  85. 

FZ»A6  STATION. 

Stopping  ol  trains  at,  see  Sbbvicb,  160. 

FIATIRONS. 

Disposition  of  conRumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  altematiag 
to  direct  current  service,  see  Sebvigb,  123. 

FIAT  RATES. 

As  discriminatory,  see  Dtscrtmination,  33,  34. 

Not  to  be  charged  in  connection  with  meter  service,  see  Rates,  212. 

Flat  or  metered  rate  for  electricity,  see  Rates,  234,  235. 

For  water,  see  Rates,  391-394. 

Change  from  flat  rate  to  zone  system,  see  Return,  234. 

Annotation  on  fiat  or  meter  rates  as  discriminatory,  P.UJ1.1919S, 
p.  60. 

FLOATIHO  CAPITAL^ 

See  WoBKUia  Capital. 

FLOODS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  eulverts  to  prevent  flood- 
ing of  adjacent  property,  see  CoiocissiONS,  23. 

Cost  of  injuries  from  flood  and  earthquake  to  be  amortiasd,  tee 
Rbtubn,  74. 

Consideration  of  flood  damages  as  an  operating  azpense^  see  Brubf, 
75. 

FLOORS. 

As  affecting  heating  rates,  see  Raties,  257. 
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FLORIDA* 

Gomnrission  without  power  to  issve  unreMonablo  orders,  lee  Com- 
missions, 10. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  re- 
funding of  excessive  charges,  see  Constitutional  Law,  91. 

Enforcement  of  unreasonable  orders,  see  Mandamus,  5,  6. 

Conclusiveness  of  order  of  Florida  Commission  made  within  its 
statutory  authority,  see  Obdebs,  5. 

Construction  of  Florida  statute  relative  to  adding  switching  charge 
to  line  haul  charge,  see  Rates,  310. 

FIiUSHIVO. 

Municipality  to  pay  for  water  for  flushing  sewers,  see  Rates, 
382. 

FORECLOSITRB. 

Provision  against  foreclosure  not  included  in  rate  order,  see  Orders, 
2. 

Power  of  court  of  equity  on  foreclosure  to  authorize  i^ndonment  of 
service,  see  Sebviob,  37. 

Order  as  to  abandonment  of  service  not  deferred  until  court  au- 
thorizes sale  under  foreclosure  of  railroad  as  a  going  concern, 
see  Sebvicb,  91. 

FOREIGN  CORPORATIOirS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over,  see  Commissions,  60. 

Exaction  of  fee  for  certificate  for  issuance  of  securities  as  inter- 
ference with  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce, 
25. 

Necessity  of  foreign  corporation  applying  to  New  Hampshire  for 
authority  to  issue  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  12. 

When  foreign  interstate  railroad  may  contest  fee  for  issuing  securi- 
ties after  applying  for  certificate,  see  Security  Issues,  36. 

FOREIGN  STATES. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  from 
another  state  by  means  of  pipe  line,  see  Interstate  Commerce, 
19. 

FOREST. 

Use  <^  oil-burning  locomotives  in  forest  reserve,  see  Railroads,  7. 
Delay  caused  by  forest  fire  as  giving  relief  from  demurrage  charge, 
see  Ratds,  314. 

FORFEITSto 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  forfeiture  of  franchises,  see 

Commissions,  27. 
Consideration  of  forfeit  by  street  railway  company  to  city  for  failure 

to  construct  interurban  line,  see  Valuation,  123. 
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FOURTH  CULSS  CITY. 

Jurisdiction  of  fourth  class  city  over  rates  under  Michigan  statute, 
see  Rates,  126. 

FBANCHISES. 

1.  In  general t  1-^. 
11.  Validity  of,  4^6. 
ill.  Expiration,  7. 

J.  In  general. 

Controversy  between  municipality  and  Commission  as  to  right  to  regu- 
late i^ates  fixed  in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  question,  sec 
Appeal  and  Review,  32. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  pass  upon  forfeiture  of  franchises,  see 
Commissions,  27. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  to  street 
paving,  see  Commissions,  30. 

Revocation  of,  see  Commissions,  32. 

Franchise  right  to  6  cent  street  railway  fare  as  impaired  by  ordinance 
requiring  transfer,  see  Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see  Consti- 
tutional Law,  33-86. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  service  not- 
withstanding franchise  provisions,  see  Constitutional  Law,  89. 

Injunction  to  restrain  municipality  from  interfering  with  increase  in 
rates  of  utility  operating  without  a  franchise,  see  Injunction,  8. 

Change  in  franchise  rates  in  proceedings  initiated  by  utility,  see  Par- 
ties, 1. 

Consumer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates  in 
violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Pakties,  3. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  in  injunction  proceedings  against  increase 
in  rates  beyond  franchise  maximum,  see  Parties,  6. 

Power  of  legislature  to  change  street  railway  franchise  rates,  see  Rates, 
14. 

Statutory  power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  or  franchise 
rates,  see  Rates,  63-88. 

Power  of  Nebraska  cities  of  second  class  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  82. 

Power  of  municipalities  to  make  rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  126-135. 

Franchise  limitation  in  rates  taken  into  consideration  before  granting 
increase  in  rates,  see  Rates,  164,  168. 

Consolidated  company  not  bound  by  franchise  of  predecessor  where  as- 
signment is  not  shown,  see  Rates,  184. 

Binding  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased  cqstf, 
see  Rates,  192. 

Rate  franchise  as  binding  contract,  see  Rates,  193. 

Construction  of  municipal  ordinance  relating  to  street  railways  whose 
franchises  have  expired^  see  Ratbs,  326. 
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Application  of  franchise  maximttwi  rates  for  street  railways  where 
motive  power  has  been  changed  fr^m  horses  or  mules  to  electricity, 
see  Rates,  329. 

What  constitutes  emergency  empowering  'Indiana  Commission  to  in- 
crease franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  see  Return,  10. 

Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  cost  of  pavement, 
see  Return,  62. 

Street  railway  entitled  to  fair  return  although  occupying  highway 
without  a  franchise,  see  Return,  147. 

Consideration  of  franchise  conditions  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  152. 

Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  imder  Indiana  statute  to  be  only 
temporary,  see  Return,  258. 

Effect  of  franchise  provisions  as  to  standards  of  service,  see  Service,  18. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  value  property  of  water  utility  with- 
out determining  existence  of  franchise  from  city  to  use  streets,  see 
Valuation,  2. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Valuation,  7. 

Effect  of  franchise  provisions  fixing  value  of  property,  see  Valuation, 
43. 

Franchise  cost  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  102. 

Losses  due  to  franchise  rates  not  to  be  considered  in  fixing  early  k>S8es 
for  determining  going  value,  see  Valuation,  220. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  230-234. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  compel  compliance  with 
franchise  obligations,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  57. 

Annotation  on  power  to  change  franchise  rates,  P.U  R.1919B,  p.  622. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  franchises,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  429;  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  222. 

Discussion  of  certificate  of  convenience  as  limited  franchise,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  190. 

Discussion  of  franchise  ordinance  as  a  contract,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  508. 

1.  Statutes  in  force  at  the  time  a  contract  is  made  by  a  municipali- 
ty enter  into  and  become  part  of  the  contract.  Its  obligation  is  to  be 
measured,  and  performance  is  to  be  regulated,  by  the  terms  and  rules 
which  they  prescribe.  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1919C,  119   (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  320,  3  A.L.R.  705,  121  N.  E.  688). 

2.  The  provisions  of  §§  614-644,  Page  &  A.  General  Code  (Ohio), 
were  not  intended  to  and  do  not  apply  to  a  contract  made  prior  to  the 
passage  of  that  section,  and  which,  by  its  terms,  does  not  expire  for 
more  than  one  year.  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1919C,  119  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  320,  3  A.L.R.  705,  121  ST.  E.  688). 

3.  The  owner  of  •  the  properties  and  franchises  of  two  gas  com- 
panies will  not  be  deemed  to  be  restricted  by  statutory  rates  con- 
tained in  one  franchise  as  to  gas  served  in  streets  included  in  the 
other  franchise  which  contained  no  rate  of  limitation.  Buck  y.  Judge 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  458. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


172  FRANCHISES,  II.— FREIGHT. 

11.  Validity  of. 

Not  invalid  because  providing  for  free  service  to  citie«,  see  Disobtmhi A- 
TION,  17. 

Existence  or  validity  of  franchise  as  question  for  court,  see  Commis- 
sions, 25-29. 

Validity  of  provision  for  free  service  in  gas  franchise,  see  DiscBiMiif a- 
TION,  12. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  utility  not  having  valid  franchise,  see 
Public  Utiutiss,  39. 

Effect  of  indefiniteness  in  franchise  on  power  of  Commission  to  change 
rates,  see  Rates,  88,  84. 

Validity  of  readiness-to-serve  charge  contained  in  natural  gas  franchise, 
see  Rai-bs,  287. 

4.  A  franchise,  otherwise  valid,  will  not  be  held  invalid  because 
of  a  discriminatory  provision  with  reference  to  the  furnishing  of  free 
service  to  the  municipality.  State  ex  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  343  (S.  C.  275  Mo.  325,  204  S.  W.  897). 

5.  The  power  of  a  municipality  to  impdbe  lawful  restrictions  upon 
granting  consent  to  the  location  of  tracks  of  a  street  railway  is  sub*  • 
ject  to  the  condition  that  they  be  reasonable.    Atlantic  Coast  Electric 
R.  Go.  V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  489  (S.  C.  92  N.  J. 
L.  168,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  104  Atl.  218). 

6.  The  lawful  restrictions  that  may  *be  imposed  upon  granting 
consent  to  the  location  of  tracks  of  a  street  railway  must  be  lawful 
not  only  at  the  time,  but  from  time  to  time ;  that  is,  at  all  times.  At- 
lantic Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  489  (S.  C.  92  N.  J.  L.  168,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  104  Atl.  218). 

///.  Expiration, 

Requiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of  fran- 
chise, see  Constitutional  Law,  15. 

7.  A  street  railway  company  operating  after  the  expiration  of  its 
franchises  is  nevertheless  oititled  to  make  a  reasonable  use  of  the  streets 
until  it  is  forbidden  to  occupy  them,  and  is  not  to  be  treated  as  a 
trespasser,  Doherty  &  Co.  t.  Toledo  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Fed.)  P.UJ1.1919C, 
230  (S.  C.  254  Fed.  597). 

FBEE  I.AMP8. 

Free  lamps  not  to  be  furnished,  see  Rates,  246. 

FREE  SERVICE. 

'As  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination. 
Free  service  of  telephone  exchange,  see  Rates,  351. 

FREIGHT. 

Apportionment  of  interurbaa  railway  expenses  as  betwj^en  freight 

and  passenger  service,  see  Appobtionment,  6. 
General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 
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JBodrce  of  Director  General's  power  to  regulate  closing  of  freight 

offices,  see  Railbqads,  6. 
Comparison  of  intemrban  railway  rates  with  rates  of  railroads 

under  Federal  control,  see  Raixs,  2(M^268. 
Basis  of  freight  rates  on  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  269. 
Freight  rates  on  railroad,  see  Ratxs,  297-320. 
Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  carload 

weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  raitroad  for  own  con- 
venience, see  Rates,  313. 
Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  reasonablencds 

of  individual  rates,  see  Refubn,  218. 
Liberal  freight  rates  to  interurban  railways,  see  Rbtitbn,  227. 
Regulation  of  station  facilities  as  within  police  power  of  state,  see 

Service,  12-16. 
Requirinlf  erection  of  station  notwithstanding  order  of  Director 

Genera],  see  Service,  147. 
•Determination  of  extent  passenger  traffic  interferes  with  freight 

traffic  on  a  branch  linoi  see  Service,  176. 

FUEI.. 

Excess  fuel  costs  not  chargeable  to  consumers,  see  Rates,  256. 
Increased  fuel  expense  as  ndt  due  to  war,  see  Return,  47. 

!fuxx  grew  acts. 

Applicability  of  Full  Crew  Act  te  branch  Une  of  railroad,  see 
Railroads,  10. 

FVIUIITUIUB. 

Value  of,  as  basis  for  allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  see  Valva- 
TION,  85. 

rUTURB  EARinNGS. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  return,  see  RBriTBif,  191-195. 

FUTURE  EXPENSES. 

^        Estimates  of  future  operating  expenses,  tee  Rvtubn,  44. 

X*UTURS  MEEDS. 

Consideration  of  investment  to  take  cars  of,  see  Valuation,  139- 
,    141. 

«AS. 

See  also  Natubal  Gas. 

Gas  company  to  carry  suspense  account  to  care  for  renewals,  see 

AccotJNTmo,  8. 
Apportionment  as  between  two  localities  in  which  gas  company  is 

operating,  see  Afportioivmbnt,  4. 
Apportionment  as  between  gas  and  electric  departments,  see  Ap- 

rORTIOiatENT,  28. 
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Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas  and  heat- 
ing departments,  see  Appobtioitment,  29. 

Right  of  natural  gas  company  to  manufacture  gas  as  question  for 
the  courts  and  not  for  the  Commission,  see  Cokmissions,  28. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  pur- 
chase supply  of  coke  oven  gas  from  coke  manufacturers,  see 
Commissions,  39. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to  utility 
of  by-product  gas  by  private  coke  company,  see  Commissions, 
41. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  artifi- 
cial gas  plant  in  city,  see  Commissions,  45. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  question  of  past  damages 
due  to  electrolysis,  see  Damages,  1. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  gas  plant,  see  Depbeciation,  43-46. 

Validity  of  provision  in  gas  franchise  for  free  service,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 12. 

Discrimination  in  gas  rates,  see  Discrimination,  47,  48. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  Electricitt,  2. 

Effect  of  rate  limitation  in  franchise  for  use  of  streets  for  gas, 
where  owner  also  has  unlimited  franchise,  see  Franchises,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  with  respect  to 
approval  of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  by  Boston  Consolidated 
Gas  Company,  see  Intercorporate  Rm.ations,  6. 

Right  of  natural  gas  company  to  manufacture  gas  in  competition 
with  existing  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  18. 

Binding  effect  of  order  holding  gas  plant  suitable,  see  Obdsbs,  8.  . 

Audit  of  books  of  gas  company  in  order  to  adjust  mistakes  in  bill-  . 
ing,  see  Payment,  1. 

Power  of  court  to  authorize  judgment  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 
above  statutory  maximum  rates,  see  Raxes,  20.  .  . 

Power  of  New  York  Commission^  to  fix  gas  rates  where  maximum 
rate  statute  has  been  repealed  by  confiscatory  statute,  see 
Rates,  92. 

Power  of  gas  companies  under  Idaho  statute  to  remove  prepayment 
meters  without  consent  of  the  Commission,  see  Rates,  107. 

Discount  on  gas  bills  because  of  inadequacy  of  service,  see  Rats^, 
112, 113. 

Power  of  municipalities  to  regulate  gas  and  electric  rates  under 
Ohio  statute,  see  Rates,  120-122,  124. 

Power  of  Georgia  municipality  to  fix  gas  rates,  see  Rates,  1 25.  , 

Utility  authorized  to  increase  rates  to  meet  those  of  competitors, 
see  Rates,  160. 

Separate  minimum  charge  for  each  gas  meter,  see  Rates,  209. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally  and  particularly,  247-254. 

Cost  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  gas  rates,  see 
Rates,  249. 

Heat  units  of,  see  Rates,  250. 
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ReaBonabloiess  of  readiness  to  seirve  charge  for  gas,  see  Rates, 

253. 
Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 

to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Repabation,  7. 
Method  of  estimating  revenue  and  expense  from  carbon  briquette 

sales,  see  Return,  4. 
Standard  price  as  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  for  gas  companies 

to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  25. 
Method  of  estimating  future  gas  sales,  see  Return,  31. 
Method  of  estimating  various  expenses  of  gas  company,  see  Re- 
turn, 46. 
Consumers  to  bear  increased  cost  of  coal  gas,  see  Return,  80,  00. 
Consideration  of  operating  expenses  based  on  unnecessary  use  of 

oil  instead  of  natural  gas,  see  Return,  100. 
Allowance  for  unaccounted  for  gas,  see  Return,  101-103. 
Each  department  of  utility  to  be  self -sustaining,  see  Return,  205, 

.209. 
Rates  of  one  department  of  utility  to  be  increased  if  unreasonable, 

although  •  return  as  a  whole  is  reasonable,  see  RterURN,  207. 
Application  of  ^'service  at  cost"  theory  to  gas  company,  see'RuTTUBN, 

257. 
Reasonableness  of  return  of  gas  company,  see  Return,  311-314. 
Abandonment  of  service  by  gas  department  of  utility,  see  Service, 

33. 
tTurisdietion  of  Commission  where  escaping  electricity  injures  gas 

main,  see  Service,  38. 
Gas  company  to  make  its  plant  efficient  before  being  entitled  to 

increase  in  rates,  see  Service,  58. 
Extension  of  service  by  gas  company  as  dependerit  upon  supply, 

see  Service,  72. 
Electric   extension   not   denied   merely   because   combined   gas   an(| 

'electric  business  is  not  profitable,  see  Service,  86. 
Rule  that  gas  company  is  to  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Service,  117,  118. 
Rules  as  to  gas  service,  see  Service,  126. 
Indiana  gas  standards,  see  Service,  127. 
Method  of  reading  gas  meters,  see  Service,  128,  129. 
Extensions  by  gas  company,  see  Service,  130,  131. 
Deposit  required  by  gas  company  for  extension  of  mains,  see  Serv- 
ice, 331. 
Allowance   for   engineering   on   value   of   land,   meters,   furniture, 

fixtures,  and  tools  of  gas  company,  see  Valuation,  85. 
Allowance  for  working  capital   of  gas   company,  hco-  Valu^tioj^, 

187,  188. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  gas  plant,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  749; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  169. 

Annotation  on  gas  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  76;  P.U.R.1919D,  p. 
569;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  627. 
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Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.IL1919By  p.  543;  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  879;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  141. 

Annotation  on  gas  service,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  693;  P.U.R.19ia£,  p. 
288. 

Annotation  on  leakage  of  gas  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  132. 

History  of  Buffalo  gas  property  as  bearing  upon  its  operating  costs, 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  472. 

Statement  that  an  output  of  only  about  two  cubic  feet^of  gas  to 
a  pound  of  coal  carbonized  is  a  ridiculously  small  amount,  P.U.R. 
1919A,  p.  49L 

GAUOE. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  change  of  gauge  of  street  railway,  see 
Valuation,  125. 

GEKERAI.  ASSEMBLY. 

See  Lbqislatube. 

GENEBAIi  EXPENSES. 

Apporticmment  of,  see  AppoBTioinaDnT,  82. 
Method  of  estimating,  see  Rgtubn,  46. 
Of  heating  plant,  see  Retubn,  125-127. 

GENERAL  MANAGER. 

President  of  utility  not  to  act  as  general  mana^(er,  Mt  Publui 
Utilities,  1. 

GEilERATING  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of  generating  expenses  between  heating  and  electrie 
departments,  see  Affobtionment,  36. 

GEORGIA. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Georgia  statute  to  change  street  rail- 
way rates,  see  Rates,  87,  88. 
Power  of  Georgia  municipalities  to  fix  gas  rates,  see  Batbb,  126 

GLASS  ,SAND. 

Different  classification  for  glass  sand  than  for  molding  and  building 
sand,  see  Discrimination,  54. 

Hates  on  glass  sand  as  comparable  with  rates  on  brick  and  lime- 
stone, see  Rates,  146. 

As  raw  material' entitled  to  special  rate,  see  Rates,  301. 

GOING  CONCERN. 

Order  as  to  abandonment  of  service  not  deferred  until  court  au- 
thorizes sale  imder  foreclosure  of  railroad  as  a  going  concern, 
see  Sehvicb,  91. 

Consideration  of  going  ntliM  In  Talufttioii  proossdiag,  set  Valva- 
TiON,  201-227. 
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OOIMO  VALVE. 

Contideratioii  et,  in  Tahiatloii  ptooeedingt,  im  Vai^uatioii,  201- 
227. 

Aanotation  on,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  42$;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  219. 

GOOD  WUX. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Vallatiqn,  228,  229. 

OOVBBlllfEirr  CONTROI*. 

See  Fkdebal'  CoimoL. 

O&ABE. 

Injury  to  property  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Dajcaobs, 
2-6. 

GBADS  CRpSAUiaS. 

See  Cbossungs. 

ORADIHO.  ).      .  . 

Effect  of  method  of  ascertaining  cost  of  grading  of , street  railway, 
see  Valxjation,  126. 

GRAIH^ 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  designate  point  for 
location  of  portable  grain  elevator,  see  Inteestatb  Co&t>CEBcr', 
12. 

GROSS  RSVEKUE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment  of  commercial,  new  business,  and  general 
expenses,  see  AppoBnomiENT,  32.  .    . 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip* 
ment  nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re* 
ceipts,  see  Automobilbs,  16. 

Value  rather  than  gross  income  as  basis  for  computing  deprecia- 
tion, see  Depreciation,  19.  .; 
'    Effect  of  charging  replacements  to  gross  earnings,  on  allowance  for 
depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  48. 

Greater  increase  in  operating  expenses  than  in  gross  revenues  as 
showing  need  of  greater  income,  see  Rbtubn,  1* 

Method  of  estimating,  see  Repubn,  26-29. 

GROSS  TON  BOLE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtiokmbnt,  9,  Iff. 

GUABANTT. 

Right  of  stockholders  to  question  right  of  railroad  to  guarantee 
bonds  of  another  company,  see  Cebhorabi,  5. 

Power  of  Michigan  Commission  to  pass  upon  right  of  railroad  com- 
pany to  guarantee  bonds  of  another  company,  see  Commis- 
sions, 35. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.--12. 
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Power  of  California  Ck)mmi88ion  to  pass  upon  rigliVof  i^iility  W 
guarantee  bonds  of  another  oompany,  see  Ck>>r)as8ioif8,  36. 

Of  payment,  see  Payment,  7. 

Liability  of  utility  on  certain  guaranties  as  not  preventing  ap- 
proval of  bonds  to  make  necessary  extensions  and  improve- 
ments, see  Security  Issues,  17. 

Guaranty  of  consumers  upon  extension  of  service,  see  Servicb^  Ml.- 

Of  consumers  on  extension  of  service,  see  Seevice,  86-88. 

Against  loss  in  continuing  to  operate  plant,  see  Service,  104. 

HACKMEH. 

City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  to  fix  rates  of  trans- 
fer  company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license, 
see  Rates,  123. 

HACKli. 

Rights  of  operator  of  hack  under  Utah  statute,  see  AnrOMOBlCBS, 
20. 

HALF  FARE. 

For  children*  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  337. 

HALLWAYS. 

Interior  hallways  as  affecting  heating  rate,  see  Rates,  268. 

HAULS. 

Charging  same  rate  for  shorter  of  two  hauls  as  discrimination, 

see  Discrimination,  56. 
Rate  for  two  line  haul,  see  Ratks,  312. 

HEARIHG. 

Delaware  statute  requiring  hearing  before  granting  of  order  increas- 
ing rates,  see  Rates,  204. 
Increase  in  rates  without  hearing,  see  Rbtubn,  148. 

HEATING. 

Method  of  accounting  for  company  rendering  electric,  street  rail- 
way, and  heating  service,  see  Accounting,  10. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas  and  heating 
departments,  see  Apportionment,  29. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  heating  departments,  see 
Apportionment,  30-36. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  heating  plant,  see  Depreciatio:^,  46,  47. 

Discrimination  in  heating  rates,  see  Discrimination,  49. 

Effect  of  rental  value  of  property  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fix- 
ing heating  rates,  see  Rates,  140. 

Rates  for  heating,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  256-260. 

Unit  costs  of  heating  plant,  see  Return,  125-127. 

Threatened  discontinuance  of  heatinj?  service  at  beginning  of  winter 
as  constituting  an  emergency,  see  Return,  238. 
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Reasonableness  of  return  of  heating  plant,  see  Rctobh,  315.  ' 
Installation  of  thermostats  by  heating  companj,  see  Sebticb,  132. 
Dut^'  of  company  to  serye  all  applicants,  see  SEByxOE/  133. 
Heating  service  not  incidental  to  electric,  see  SmviOE;  134. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  heating  plant,  P.U.R.1919B*  p.  750.  * 
Annotation   on   rates   for  heating,   P.UJ1.1919B,  p.   337;    P.U.R. 

1919D,  p.  569. 
Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P,U.R.1910B,  p.  544. 
Discussion  of  consumption   of  pounds  of  steam  per  square  foot 
of  radiation  per  season,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  977. 

HEAT  Uim. 

Of  gas,  see  Rates,  250. 

HIGH  TEKSION  WIRES. 

Electrical  interference  betwe^  wires,  see  ELEOfuuciTT,  3-5* 

HIGHWAYS  AND  STREETS. 

Conflict  between  municipal  ordinance  regulating  ji^tneys  and  state 
highway  law,  see  AutoIcobiles,  2. 

Creating  monopoly  in  use  of  public  highways,  see  Automobile3,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  restrain  illegal  operation  of  jitneys  with- 
out determination  that  highways  are  in  fact  public,  See  Com- 
missions, 16. 

Right  of  utility  to  use  streets  as  question  for  court,  see  Commis- 
sions, 26. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  tc» 
street  paving,  see  Commissions,  30w 

Juriscfiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  of  wi^^r 
company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  50. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paying,  see 
Commissions,  51. 

Crossings  generally,  see  Cbossings. 

Street  as  public  highway  at  point  extending  over  railroad  right 
of  way,  see  CrossincTS,  5.  - ,\- 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  private  coal  company  to  con- 
struct crossing  over  public  highway  for  private  use,  see  Cboss- 
ings, 11. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  X)aoss- 
INOS,  18. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintaining  protection  as  crossing  be- 
tween electric  railway  and  steam  railroad,  see  Crosbinos, 
20;  21. 

Pennsylvania  statute  as  not  empowering  tlomMi^sion  to  authorize 
construction  of  new  highway  and  overhead  crossing  to,  bSotA 
access  to  school,  see  Crossings,  28. 
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Claim  ol  ri^^  to  use  highway  because  of  certifieate  of  convenience 

as  estopping  daim  that  they  are  not  public,  see  BtfropPEL,  3. 
Effect  of  rate  limitation  in  franchise  for  ns^  of  streets  for  gas, 

where  owner  also  has  unlimited  franchise,  see  Fbanohises, 

3. 
Street  railway  occupying  highway  after  expiration  of  franchise  not 

a  trespaeser,  see  I^'sanchises,  7. 
Power  of  selectmen  to  impose  rate  limitation  as  condition  for  use 

ol  streets,  see  Rates,  132. 
Gas  tiles  for  residence  to  b^  different  than  for  street  lighting,  see 

Bates,  261. 
Municipality  to  pay  for  water  for  sprinkling  streets,  see  ^ates. 

382. 
Cost  of  new  paving  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  kcruRN,  121. 
Street  railway  entitled  to  fair  return  although  occupy ii^  highway 

without  a  franchise,  see  Retubn,  iit. 
Power  ^of  Cbmiiiission  to  require  removal  of  elevated  trains  from 

street,  see  Service,  8.  .r  ,  •   . 

Power  of  city  under   Wisconsii^   statute   to  require  up<)p  paving 

street,  that  gas  companj.  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Sebviob;,  117.  ><,;'. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as^  public  improvement  within 

provision  of  statute  providing  ^hat  selectmen  alia  11  not  order 

relocation  of  iraclcs  except  for  purposes  of  public  improve- 
ment, see  Street  Railways,  3.  ^ 
Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  value  property  of  water  utility 

without  determining  existence  of  .franchise  from  city  to  use 

streets,  see  Valuation,  2. 

HOU>IKG  AKB  PARSKT  COBfPANIES. 

See  Pabbnt  and  Holding  Companies, 

HOME  RULE. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  not  limited  by  constitutional 
provisions  giving  city  power  to  frame  charter,  see  Rate^,  80. 

HOR8E8. 

Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where 
motive  power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  elec- 
tricity, see  Rates,  329. 

HOTELS. 

Supplying  hotel  with  daylight  electric  service  as  discrimination, 

see  DiSCBIMINATION,  7^, 

License  to  render  telephone  service,  see  SEBVidl^  212. 
Discussion  of  public  nature  ol  hotel  business^  P.UJL1919A,  pi.  196. 

HOT  WATRB. 

See  HBAmra. 
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HOU8EHOIJ>  APPLIANCES. 

Houa^old  applianoea  ta  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rather 
than  lighting  rates,  see  Rate^,  230, 

HOUSES. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  wifing  of  houses 
by  electric  company,  see  CoMMisaiONB,  88. 

HYDRANTS. 

Exercise  of  proprietary  power  by  municipality  in  fixing  hydrant 

rates,  see  Constitutionai*  Law,  66. 
Power  of  Ck>mmi8Bion  to  change  rates  for  fire  hydrants,  see  GoNsn- 

TunoNAL  Law,  57. 
Elimination  of  free  hydrant  service,  see  Discrimination,  1. 
Unreasonable  increase  in  hydrant  rentals,  see  Rates,  399. 
Water  rates  for  fire  protection  to  be  based  on  hydrants,  see  Rates, 

400. 
Duty  of  utility  to  buy  fire  hydrants  from  municipality,  see  Ssav- 

ICE,  243. 

HYDROELECTRIC  PLANT. 

Apportioning  difference  of  cost  between  steam  generated  and  water 
generated  electricity,  see  Discrimination,  46. 

HYDROGEN  SULPHITE. 

Amount  of,  in  gas,  see  Service,  127. 

ICE. 

Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  transmission  line  to  con- 
vey power  from  ice  plant  to  water  plant,  see  Certificates  of 
Convenience  and  Necessitt,  5. 

Investment  and  expenses  of  ice  department  not  to  be  considered  in 
fixing  return  for  utility,  see  Return,  30. 

IDAHO. 

Certiorari  to  review  Commission  orders  as  direct  appeal  to  supreme 
court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  8. 

Power  of  Idaho  legislature  to  authorize  writ  of  certiorari  by  su- 
preme court  to  review  decisions  of  Commission,  see  Certio- 
rari, 1. 

Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Idaho  supreme  court,  see 
Courts,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over  crossings,  see  CpossiNOS,  10. 

Authorization  by  Idaho  Commission  of  competition  to  municipal 
plant  although  Commission  has  no  jurisdieHon  over  latter, 
see  Monopoly  and  OoMPimTioN,  8. 

Deposit  for  guaranteeing  prompt  payment,  see  PaIzhcent,  7. 

Power  of  gas  oompMiies  xmder  Idaho  statute  to  remove  prepay- 
ment meters  without  consent  of  tiie  Ccanmission,  see  Rates, 
107. 

Recognition  by  Idaho  Commission  of  rate  contracts  with  patrons, 
see  RAIE9,  160. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  ia  valuation  procaedinffi,  see 
Valuation,  ,73. 
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IIXIHOI8. 

What  constitute  final  orders  subject  to  appeal  under  Illinois 
statute,  see  Appeal  and  Eeview,  39. 

Review  of  Commission's  order  where  findings  are  in  nature  of  con- 
clusions of  law,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  43. 

Limitation  of  time  under  Illinois  statute  for  conunencement  of 
construction  under  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Cebtificates 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessfty,  8-11. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  to  street 
paving,  see  Commissions,  30. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  wiring  of  houses 
by  electric  company,  see  Commissions,  38. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to  utility 
of  by-product  gas  by  private  coke  company,  see  Commissions, 
41. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  foreign  corporations,  see  Commis- 
sions, 60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  33,  76. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  cre- 
ating municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission 
of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  tee  CoifsnTunoieAL  Law, 
107. 

Contract  for  exchange  of  water  power  for  electric  power  as  dis- 
criminatory, see  Discrimination,  90. 

Need  of  proof  and  finding  of  necessity  for  increase  in  rates,  see 
Pbocedube,  3. 

Sale  and  delivery  of  electric  current  from  one  company  to  another 
for  resale  as  public  service,  see  Public  Utilities,  52. 

Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent  on 
net  earnings  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see  Rates,  7. 

Amendment  of  rate  schedules  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Rates,  24. 

Effect  of  lack  of  express  power  in  municipality  to  fix  rates,  see 
Rates,  81. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  joint  railroad  rates  under  Illinois  stat- 
ute in  absence  of  evidence  of  public  necessity,  see  Rates,  105. 

Franchise  limitation  in  rates  taken  into  consideration  before  grant* 
ing  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates,  168. 

Increase  in  minimum  bills,  see  Rates,  232. 

General  increase  in  fares  as  element  to  be  considered  in  aa  applica- 
tion for  rate  increase  on  interurban  line,  see  Rates,  205. 

Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  carload 
weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  railroad  lor  own 
convenience,  see  Rates,  313. 

Wage  increase  conditioned  on  future  increase  in  rates  as  against 
public  policy,  see  RETt  rn,  151. 

Policy  of  Commission  during  reconstruction  period,  see  Rstdbn,  284. 

Juriedlctioii  of  Ck>mm)«6ion  to  authorise  street  railway  company 
to  operate  one-man  cars,  see  Service^  7. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  elevated  tradns  irotu 
street,  see  Sebvioe,  8.  .     . 

Effect  of  franchise  provision  as  to  standarda  of  service,  see  Service, 
18. 

Deposit  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  rendet  service 
applied  for,  see  Service,  65. 

Additional  equipment  necessary  to  furnish  service  applied  for,  as  ex- 
tension under  Illinois  rule  authorizing  requiring  deposit^  sec 
Service,  85. 

Rules  as  to  gas  s^^ee,  see  Service^  126. 

Free  extensions  fty  gas  company,  see  Service,  130. 

Cutting  of  telephone  lines  as  change  of  facilities  under  Illinois 
statute,  see  Service,  218. 

Principles  considered  by  Illinoia  Commission  in  valuation  for  rate 
making,  see  Valuation,  12. 

Policy  of  Illinois  Commission  as  to  allowance  of.  overhead  expenses 
in  rate  proceedings  as  applicable  to  sale  valuation,  see  Valua- 
TION,  82. 

IMMATXBIAL  EBItaiUI. 

Effect  of  immaterial  errors  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  44. 

IMMUNITT. 

Immunity  erf  United  States  IroBS  suit  as  affecting  state  control  of 

intrastate  rates  under  Federal  control  act,  see  Rates,  54-56. 
Of  United  States  from  suit,  see  Uniisd,  States,  U 

mPAIRMENT  OF  OONTKAGTS. 

See  CoNawiTUTioNAL  Law,  31-90. 

Rate  franchise  as  binding  contract,  see  Rates,  193^ 

IMPAIRMENT  OF  CBJBDrt. 

Return  sufficient  to  maintain  credit>  see  Return,  337. 

IMPROVEMENTS. 

Generally,  see  BErrERKEHTB. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  ol  selectmen  requir- 
ing relocation  of  street  railway  as  public  improvement^  see 
Commissions,  14. 

INADBaUATE  SBRVIOE. 

Return  limited  because  of  inadequacy  of  service,  see  Return,  183. 

INCOME. 

See  Retub:^. 

OrOOME  TAK. 

Apportionment  of,  as  between  electric  and  street  railway  depart- 
ments^ ^ee  Afpobtionment,  41. 
As  an  dperatlng  expense,  see  RffrusK,  04-69. 
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INCOMUrO. 

Same  rate  on  outgoing  as  on  incoming  telephone  messages,  see  Dis- 

OBIMINATIOn',  73. 

INCORPOBATIOir. 

Approval  by  Pennsylvania  Commission  of  incorporation  of  public 
utility  as  equivalent  to  a  certificate  of  oonvenience  to  do  busi- 
ness, see  Adtomobuxs,  11.  . 

Territorial  operation  of  utility  as  limited  by  oertilkate  of  incorpo- 
ration,  see  CCBTIFICATBS  OF  COMVENIENOB  AND   KeGISSSITT,   12. 

Certificate  of,  see  Cebtiucates  op  Incorpobahoh. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  mutual  company  to  incorporate,  t^ee 
Commissions,  43. 

Private  company  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer- 
tificate of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
SM  PUBUO  Utilttibs,  86. 

INCREASE  IN  RATES. 

Generally,  see  Rates;  Retubit. 

Preservation  of  status  on  appeal  from  order  refusing  to  disselvie  In- 
junction against  increase  in  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2. 

Unreasonable  increase  in  rates  not  to  result  from  transfer  of  utility 
property,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and  Sale,  1. 

Preservation  of  status  pending  determination  of  suit,  see  Iniuno- 
TIOW,  3^. 

As  violating  injunction  as  question  for  the  eourta  and  not  Com- 
mission, see  Injunction,  4. 

Injunction  to  restrain  municipality  from  interfferlng  with  increase 
in  rates  of  utility  operating  without  a  franchise,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 8. 

Consumer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates 
in  violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Pahtics,  t.  * 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Pab- 
ties,  6. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  in  injunction  proceedings  against  in- 
crease in  rates  beyond  franchise  maximum,  see  Pabties,  6. 

Need  of  proof  and  finding  of  necessity  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Pbo- 
cedubx,  3. 

Securities  not  authorized  in  rate  proceeding,  see  Procf:dube,  12. 

Procedure  for  securing  increase  in  rates  under  Indiana  6tatut#>  Me 
Rates,  2. 

Effect  of  increase  in  rates  as  question  for  utility  management,  see 
Rates,  3. 

Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  Increattng 
intrastate  telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Rates,  16. 

Determination  of  increase  in  return  from  increase  in  rxtoo^  4«e 
Ratu,  142. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of,  see  Rates,  176-182. 

Sffeol  of  failure  of  consumers  to  object  tO|  see  Ratss^  182. 
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NeetBoity  of  Wng  increased  raite  sdiedttle  by  boUi  parties  to  rate 
contract,  see  Raiss,  196. 

Patrons  liaying  actual  notice  of  ptep^MuA  increase  in  rates  not  en- 
titled to  complain  of  failure  to  comply  with  proTisions  of  Penn- 
sylyania  statute  with  reference  to  posting,  see  Bates,  203. 

Delaware  statute  requiring  hearing  before  granting  of  order  increas- 
ing rates,  see  Rates,  204. 

Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  than  statutory  notice  to  forestall 
ordinance  and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pending  appeal,  see 
Rates,  205. 

General  increase  in  fares  as  element  to  be  considered  in  an  ap- 
plication for  rate  increase  on  interurban  line,  see  Rates^  265. 

Increase  in  rates  of  natural  gas  company  as  dependent  upon  exten- 
sion of  facilities,  see  Rates,  288. 

Effect  of  increase  in  rates  on  street  railway  traffic,  see  Rates,  347. 

Because  of  need  of  greater  revenue,  see  Return. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility  to 
pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Rbttjbn,  12. 

Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase 
in  rates,  see  Return,  14. 

Illegal  increase  in  switching  rates  not  chargeable  to  operation  of 
telephone  company,  see  Return,  45. 

Increase  necessary  where  utility  is  operating  at  a  loss,  see  Return, 
134,  135. 

Proof  of  necessity  of  increase  in  order  to  pay  operating  expenses 
and  yield  fair  return  on  investments,  see  Return,  140. 

Allowance  of,  without  evidence  or  hearing,  see  Return,  148. 

As  injurious  to  utility,  see  Return,  156. 

Consideration  of  emergency  relief  because  of  increased  cost,  see 
Return,  220-205. 

Necessity  of  valuation  before  granting,  see  Return,  259-272. 

To  meet  reconstruction  needs  of  utility,  see  Return,  285. 

Effect  of  increase  in  rates  on  interuban  and  street  railways,  see 
Return,  287-295. 

Efficient  service  to  be  rendered  before  rates  are  to  be  increased,  see 
Service,  58,  59. 

IIIDEFIlflTBinBSS. 

E^ect  of  indefiniteness  in  franchise  on  power  of  Commission  to 
change  rates,  see  Rates,  83,  84. 

INDBlf  WITT  BOND9. 

For  operation  of  automobiles  as  jitn^s,  see-AuTOMOsiLss,  23. 
Power  of  Oregon  Commission  to  require  indemnity  bond  against 
accidents  at  crossings,  see  Crossxnob,  19. 

IMDIAHA. 

Accounting  by  municipal  plant,  see  Accx)UNTIno,.14. 
Action  to  set  order  aside  as  trial  de  novo  under  IndisAa  statute,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  10.        . 
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When  CommiBsion  expenses  will  be  taxed  as  oosts  on  appeal,  see 

Appeal  and  Review,  58. 
•  Power  of  Commission  to  require  coal  company  to  maintain  wash 

houses,  see  Commissions,  22. 
Legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company  on  stockholders  as  ques- 
tion for  courts  rather  than  for  Commission,  see  Commissions, 

42. 
Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  artificial 

gas  plant  in  city,  see  CoMMissiONS,  45. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission   to  regulate  wages  of  employees,  see 

Commissions,  48. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  CoNSTirrTioNAL 

Law,  33,  36,  65,  67. 
Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  question  of  past  damages 

due  to  electrolysis,  see  Damages,  1. 
Indiana  statute  as  forbidding  lower  rates  to  churches  and  charities, 

see  Discrimination,  20. 
Special  rates  to  owners  of  equipment  under  Indiana  statute,  see 

Discrimination,  24-27. 
Value  for  consolidation  not  binding  in  security  issue  proceedings. 

see  Orders,  9.' 
Bight  of  patrons  and  Commission  to  enforce  orders  under  Indiana 

statute,  see  Parties,  9. 
Sufficiency  of  petition  for  extension  of  electric  service  under  Indiana 

statute,  see  Pleading,  3. 
All  public  utilities  subject  to  Indiana  statute,  see  Public  Utilities, 

2. 
Procedure  for  securing  increase  in  rates  under  Indiana  statute,  see 

Rates,  2. 
Disapproval  of  giving  municipal  plant  authority  to  change  its  rates, 

see  Rates,  23. 
Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  common  council  of  city  to 

appoint  certain  officers  to  collect  water  rents,  see  Rates,  27. 
Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing  or 

appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  asserted 

by  Supreme  Court,  see  Rates,  31. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  for  teltphope  naasi^  routed 

^  through  another  state,  see  Rates,  57. 
Statutory  power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  change  contract  rates, 

see  Rates,  70,  74. 
Effect  of  indefiniteness  in  franchise  on  pdwer  of  Commission  to 

change  rates,  see  Rates,  83. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Indiana  statute  to  regulate  joint  rates 

on  railroad,  see  Rates,  106. 
Rate  order  not  superseded  by  filing  of  new  schedules  under  Indiana 

statutes,  see  Rates,  194. 
Duty  of  Commission  under  emergency  provision  of  Indiana  statute 

to  make  appraisal  of  property,  see  Rmnuf,  9. 
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What  constitutes  emergeitcy  empowering  Indiana  Commiition  to 
increase  franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  see  RirruBN, 
10. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increMe  rates  to  enable  utility 
to  pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Retlbn,  12. 

Estimates  of  future  operating  expenses;  see  Return,  44. 

Fixed  charges  as  necessary  operating  expenses,  see  Retubn,  123. 

Grant  of  emergency  relief  under  Indiana  statute,  see  Retubn,  225. 
226. 

Street  railway  improvements  not  to  be  made  during  war,  see  Re- 
turn, 232. 

Emergency  rates  to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  263. 

Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  under  Indiana  statute  to  be 
only  temporary,  see  Return,  258. 

Demand  notes  not  issued  without  consent  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
sion, see  Security  Issues,  10,  11. 

Restricted  right  of  utility  under  Indiana  statute  to  issue  bonds,  see 
Security  Issues, -14,  15. 

Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Security  Issues,  31. 

Original  jurisdiction  of  municipality  over  extensions  of  service  un- 
der Indiana  statute,  see  Service,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  discontinuance  of  natural  gas  serv- 
ice, see  Service,  39. 

Indiana  gas  standards,  see  Service,  127. 

Consideration  of  appreciation  in  land  value  under  Indiana  statute, 
see  Valuation,  178. 

UfDnOBUALS. 

As  parties  to  complaint  for  construction  of  crossing,  see  Crossings, 
14. 

INDUCTION. 

Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  ELEOTRidTY,  3-5. 

INDUSTRIAL  CONSUMERS. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as 

discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  44,  45. 
Of  electricity,  see  Power. 

INDUSTRIES. 

Switching  charge  substituted  f*r  line  haul  charge,  for  industry  out- 
Side  of  switching  limits,  see  Raxes,  317. 

INITIAI.  CHAROE. 

Irrigation  company  not  t<»  make  initial  cfaai^ge  to  eonsuiaers^  see 
Rates,  285.  ' 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


188  INJUNCTION,  I. 

INJUNCTION. 

/.  In  general,  1^6, 
lU  When  remedy  wUl  Us,  7— P» 

/•  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  Virginia  Commission  over  crossings  pending  inJunctiOB 
suit,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  1. 

Preservation  of  status  on  appeal  from  order  refusing  to  dissolve  injunc- 
tion against  increase  in  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2. 

Scope  of  appeal  from  order  dissolving  temporary  injunction,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  6. 

I^taining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  construc- 
tion of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  Api^;al  and  Review, 
56. 

Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  decree  en- 
enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 
69-62. 

To  restrain  enforcement  of  action  of  Commission  in  changing  contract 
rates,  see  Constitutionai.  Law,  74. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receivers  to  enjoin 
alleged  confiscatory  rates*  see  Courts,  8. 

Right  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court  where  same  controversy  has 
been  settled  in  state  court,  see  Judgment.  2. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  in  injunction  proceedings  against  increase 
in  rates  beyond  franchise  maximum,  see  Pasties,  6. 

Postmaster  General  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  injunction 
action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Parties,  12-14. 

Sufficiency  of  pleading  in  injunction  action,  see  Pleading,  4. 

Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  €^eral  from  increasing  in- 
trastate telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Rates,  16. 

Injunction  to  enforce  rate  contract,  see  Rates,  21. 

Injunction  against  abuse  of  power  under  Federal  control  act  aa  effected 
by  immunity  of  United  States  from  suit,  see  Rates,  55. 

Iniunction  forbidding  Commission  to  take  any  action  with  respect  to 
rates  aa  jpreventing  consideration  of  petition  for  transfers,  see 
Rates,  339. 

Power  of  court  to  enjoin  competition  with  established  automobile 
route,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.- 192. 

1.  Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  supplying  ot'  water  under  a 
contract  made  with  the  municipality  is  not  to  commence  until  Decem- 
ber, 1920,  another  municipality,  whose  rights,  it  is  alleged,  will  be  in- 
fringed by  the  furnishing  of  such  water,  may  file  a  bill  to  obtain  an 
adjudication  in  May,  1919.  Kearny  v.  Bayonne  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
696   (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  Eq.  — ,  107  Atl.  169). 

2.  A  suit  against  the  Postmaster  General  ol  the  UnEted  i5t^te«  .te 
enjoin  rates  establiriied  by  him  is  main^tainikble  o«ly.in  the  district  of 
his  residence.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Burleson  (U.  S.)  r.U.R.1919£,  465 
(S.  C.  255  Fed.  604). 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


INJUNCTION,  11.  im 

S.  In  an  action  of  injunctioB  aigainst  a  proposed  inereaae  In  vtdlitj 
rates  beyond  the  maximum  Hxed  by  ordinance,  the  preseryation  of  the 
status  pending  the  determination  of  the  suit  in  a  doubtful  ease  is  bet- 
ter accomplished  by  a  deposit  of  excess  charges  with  a  trustee  of  the 
eourt,  than  by  the  maintenanoe  of  a  temporary  injunetlon.  Williams  v. 
Iowa  Falls  Electrie  Go.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.191dC,  501  (8.  O*  -*  Iowa,  — , 
170N.  W.  815). 

4.  The  question  whether  a  utility  in  charging  proposed  increased 
rates  will  be  violating  an  injunetion  is  for  the  court  rather  than  the 
Commission.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Ck>.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919D, 
817. 

5.  Liability  upon  the  bonds  giren  when  temporary  injunctions  re- 
straining the  enforcement  of  intraatate  freight  rates  of  interstate  car- 
riers as  fixed  by  a  state  commisaion  were  granted,  conditioned  lor  the 
repayment  by  the  casriers  of  any  overchajrges  should  it  eventually  be 
decided  that  the  injunction  orders  ahould  not  have  been  made^  is  con- 
fined to  claims  accruing  before  entry  of  the  final  deorees  by  ^hich 
permanent  injunctions  were  granted  and  the  bonds  released  and  the 
sureties  discharged,  notwithstanding  the  subsequent  rever^al  of  such 
final  decrees  by  the  Federal  Supreme  Court,  which  remanded  the  causes 
for  dismissal  without  prejudice,  and  for  such  further  proceedings  as 
right  and  justice  might  require.  The  obligation  of  the  bonds  expired 
by  limitation  when  the  suits  were  brought  to  a  conclusion  by  final 
decrees.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
M7). 

6.  Final  decrees  by  which  the  enfbrcement  of  certain  intrastate 
freight  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed  by  a  state  commission  were 
enjoined,  and  by  which  the  bonds,  given  when  ten^KinaT^  jpjvnt^tioiP 
had  been  granted  conditioned  for  the  repayment  by  the  carric^rs  of  any 
overcharges  should  it  eventually  be  decided  that  the  orders  inhi|>iting 
the  enforcement  of  the  Conunissiou's  rates  should  not  have  been  made, 
were  released  and  the  sureties  thereon  discharged,  did  not  relieve  the 
carriers  and  their  sure^i^  from  liability  under  such  bonds  by  reason 
of  overcharges  prior  to  the  entry  of  such  decrees,  where  these  decrees 
were  reversed  by  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  and  the  causes  remanded 
for  dismissal  without  prejudice  (irrespective  of  whether  the  action  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  reversing  the  decrees  in  respect  of  their  main 
provisions  granting  permanent  injunctions  had  the  effect  of  reversing 
also  that  portion  which  dishcarged  the  liability  upon  the  injunction 
bonds),  and  where  such  decrees  provided  ior  the  retention  of  jurisdic- 
tion by  the  lower  court  for  the  purpose  of  malting  sudh  further  orders 
and  decrees  as  might  become  necessary,  and  the  mandate  from  the 
Supreme  Court  permitted  further  proceedings  to  be  taken  in  conform- 
ity with-  itaopii^ion  and  according  to  right  and  justice.  Arkadelphia 
MIU.  Co.T..St  Louis  Sowthwestem  R.  Col  (U.S.)  P.U,R.1919C,;710  (S. 
C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

Ml.  When  remedy  uHU  lie, 

7.  Injunction  will  lie  to  restrain  a  Public  Service  Commission  and 
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IfiO  INJURIES— INTANGIBLE  PROPERTY. 

others  from  oompelling  a  public  utility  to  adhere  to  a  statute  imposing 
a  confiscatory  rate  for  its  service.  Municipal  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.RJ919C,  364  (S.  C.  226  N.  Y.  89,  121  N  B. 
772). 

8.  A  temporary  injunction  in  an  action  to  restrain  a  city  from 
interfering  with  a  proposed  increase  in  street  railway  rates  by  a  com- 
pany operating  without  a  franchise  is  justified  on  evidence  that  the 
company  is  in  a  serious  financial  predicament,  and  that  the  attitufle 
of  the  city  is  plainly  hostile  to  the  company  and  unfair.  Doherty  &  Co. 
V.  Toledo  R.  &  Ligjit  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  230  (S.  C.,2.H  Fed.  597). 

9.  An  injunction  pendente  lite  should  be  granted  in  an  action  to 
restrain  express  companies  from  putting  into  effect  certain  proposed 
schedules  of  intrastate  express  rates  under  a  proclamation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  based  on  the  Federal  Control  Acts,  be- 
cause of  the  practicable  impossibility  of  restitution  should  the  rates 
be  held  illegal.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  v.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  56«  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  670). 

INJURIES. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  niunicipal  street  railway  not 
taking  of  property  by  eminent  domkin,  see  Eminent  Domain,  2. 

To  property,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  71-73. 

Cost  of  injuries  from  flood  and  earthquake  to  be  amortized,  see 
RsruaN,  74.      ' 

Allowance  for  injuries  in  operating  expenses  although  amount  is 
paid  to  association  insuring  utility,  see  Return,  78. 

INSTALLATIOir. 

Of  meters,  see  Metves  and  Sesvioe  Connbottons. 

Rules  relative  to  electric  installations  as  affecting  rates,  see  Ratss, 

221. 
Installation  charge  for  electric  service,  see  Rates,  241-243. 
Discontinuance  of  telephone  installation  charge,  see  Rates,  368- 

370. 
Telephone  installation  charge,  see  Rates,  376. 

mSURANCE. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  car- 
riers, see  AuTOMORiLi-ESf  16. 

Utilities  not  to  carry  own  insurance,  see  Public  Utilities,  4. 

Cost  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  77. 

Allowance  for  damages  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  although  sum 
was  paid  to  association  insuring  utility,  see  Return,  78. 

Allowance  for  insurance  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  09. 

INTANGIBLE  PROPERTY. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  199-244. 
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INTERCORPORATE  RELATIONS,  1.,  II.  1»1 

nrnoooBPORATB  beijltioks. 

I,' In  genelralf  1,  2. 
Il»  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commissions,  8^6* 

I.  In  general. 

Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to  pay 

a  reasonable  rate,  see  Return,  83. 
Rent  paid  for  utility  property  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return, 

85. 
Return  of  two  companies  under  one  management  to  be  considered  as  a 

whole,  see  Rbtubn,  276. 
Interconnection  of  telephone  exchanges,  see  Service,  211. 

Requirement  of  Wisconsin  statutes  with  reference  to  use  of  utility 
facilities  by  other  utilities,  P.U.R.1919D,  803. 

1.  The  Maine  Commission  may  determine  the  equitable  division  of 
the  expense  of  the  joint  maintenance!  of  a  block  signal,  but  is  without 
power  to  ftii  the  liability  for  negligence  in  the  maintenance  thereof. 
Ke  Lewiston  A.  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1. 

2.  The  Maine  Commission  deemed  it  inexpedient  to  apportion  be- 
tueeu  two  railroads  using  jointly  a  terminal  railroad,  the  cost  of  such 
use,  upon  tlie  ground  that  the  operation  of  the  two  railroads  is  lodged 
in  the  Federal  administration,  and  the  provisions  for  operating  ex-  . 
penses  are  governed  by  other  principles  than  the  merits  of  the  individual 
railroads.    Re  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R,1919A,  691. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commissions, 

5.  The  West  Virginia  Public  Service  Commission  has  been  dele- 
gated power  to  regulate  the  sale  of  natural  gas  by  producing  com- 
panies to  distributing  companies  for  resale  to  consumers.  Morgantown 
V.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  262. 

4.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  two 
railroads  to  connect  their  lines  by  an  interchange  track  when  the  pur- 
pose of  said  track  is  to  give  one  railroad  the  use  of  the  terminal 
facilities  of  the  other.  Batavia  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  United  States 
U.  Administration    (N.  Y.)    P.U.R.1919F,  453. 

.5.  \Vlien  a  public  utility,  which  is  under  the  control  of  the  Rail- 
May  Commission,  owns  or  is  interested  in  subsidiary  utilities  in  the 
city  which  are  under  the  control  of  the  city  authorities,  it  is  proper 
for  the  Railway  Commission  to  require  the  utility  under  its  control  to 
keep  full  an<l  accurate  accounts  of  all  services  rendered  to  its  sub- 
sidiary companies,  and  all  values  received  therefor  at  prices  fixed  by 
the  Railway  ( ommission,  and  such  values  so  received  must  be  accounted 
for  as  other  (*nrnings.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
927  (S.  C.  — •  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

6.  In  passing  upon  a  contract  for  the  purchase  of  gas  by  the  Boston 
Consolidated  Gas  Company,  the  Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  &  Electric 
Light  Commissioners  may,  under  §  6  of  chapter  417  of  the  Acts  of 
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192-  INTEREST— INTERLOCKING  PLANT. 

1903,  disapprove  the  contract,  akkcngb  itLfinda  tlmt  the  panoe  1»  bp 
paid  for  the  gas  to  be  purchased  is  less  than  it  would  cost  the  gas 
company  to  make  it  Re  Boston  Consol.  Gas  Ck>.  (Mass,)  P.UJR.1919E, 
583. 

INTEREST. 

Payment  of  interest  on  refund  of  overcharges,  see  Reparation,  8. 
Interest  on   mill   tax  adjustments  not  considered  in   determining 

reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Return,  6. 
Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility  to 

pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Return,  12. 
On  bank  balance  not  part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  26. 
Treatment  of  interest  on  reserve  funds,  see  Return,  28. 
Bond  interest  of  municipal  plant  to  be  provided  for  by  taxation,  see 

Return,  39. 
Taxes  on  bond  interest  as  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Rbturn, 

69,  70. 
As  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  122,  128. 
Utility  entitled  to  earn  interest  on  investment,  see  Return,  140. 
Increased  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  cbnsidered  in  fixing  return 

in  war  time,  see  Return,  169,  170. 
Legal  rate  of  interest  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return, 

see  Return,  170. 
Rates  not  sufficient  to  pay  interest  on  indebtedness  as  confiscatbry, 

see  Return,  846. 
As  part  of  net  income,  see  Return,  349. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  interest,  taxes  and  dividends  of  rail- 
toad  under  Federal  control,  see  Security  Issues,  28. 
Interest  rate  on  notes,  see  Sbcuritt  Issues,  35. 
Interest  on  deposits  covering  cost  of  meters,  see  Service,  113. 
Bond  discount  considered  as  an  interest  charge,  see  Valuation,  117. 

Annotation  on  legal  rate  of  interest  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  138. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  interest  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  873. 

INTEREST  DUBIirO  0ON8TR1X0TION. 

Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  88-02,  99, 
101,  107. 

IHTERFERENOE. 

With  interstate  commerce,  see  Inteb6Tatb  Comkerob. 
Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  Elbctbicitt,  3-5. 

INTERI.OCKIKO  PLANT. 

ICandanus  to  enforce  order  requiring  installation  of  interlocking 
device  at  railroad  crossing,  see  Mandamus,  4. 
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INTERSTATE  OOMMEBOB* 

f.  In  general,  1,  2. 
li.  What  constitutes,  d— ^. 
m.  State  interferenoe,  9^26. 
a.  In  general,  9^12, 

5.  Mffect  of  congressional  inaction,  IS-^IP. 
€•  What  constitutes  burden  on  commerce,  20'^S, 

I.  In  general. 

Apportionment  of  interurban  railway  expenses  as  between  interstate 
and  intrastate  service,  see  Apportioi9me:«t,  7. 

Long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  Constitution  not  violative  of 
Federal  constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  101. 

Interstate  rates  not  to  be  used  to  show  that  intrastate  rate  is  violative 
of  long  and  short  haul  of  state  Constitution,  see  Discrimination, 
66/ 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  regulate  rate  for  telephone  message 
routed  through  another  state,  see  Rates,  57. 

Power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  electricity  gener- 
ated outside  of  the  state  and  distributed  within,  see  Rates,  58. 

Change  in  interurban  railway  fare  forming  part  of  interstate  rate  fixed 
by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  street  rail- 
way, see  Rates,  61. 

Comparison  of  interstate  and  intrastate  rates,  see  Rates,  150. 

When  foreign  interstate  railroad  may  contest  fee  for  issuing  securities 
after  applying  for  certi^cate,  see  Security  Issues,  36. 

Definition  of  "original  package,"  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  337. 

1.  Whether  a  shipment  was  at  a  given  time  in  interstate  commerce 
is  a  question  of  fact.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.  Arizona  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1M9D, 
462  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  472,  63  L.  ed.  713,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  813). 

2.  The  Federal  Act  to  Regulate  Commerce  expressly  includes  with- 
in the  scope  of  its  provisions  bridges  used  or  operated  in  connection  with 
any  railroad,  and  an  interurban  electric  railway,  other  than  a  street 
passenger  railway,  passing  over  an  interstate  bridge  and  partieipating 
in  the  interstate  movement  of  persons  and  property,  is  a  "railroad" 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act,  and  the  bridge  over  which  it  passes  is 
therefore  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  act.  Shrader  v.  Steubenville, 
E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  — 
W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

II,  What  constitutes, 

8.  A  bridge  across  waters  forming  a  boimdary  line  between  states 
if  an  instrumentality  of  commercial  intercourse  between  auch  states, 
and  traffic  across  it  is  "interstate  commerce."  Shrader  v.  Steubenville, 
E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  — 
W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  K.  207). 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 13. 
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4.  The  transportation  of  gas  from  one  state  to  another,  and  the 
sale  in  one  state  for  consumption  in  another,  is  interstate  commerce. 
Re  Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  663  <S.  C.  225  N.  Y. 
397,  122  N.  E.  260). 

5.  The  delivery  of  natural  gas  from  a  point  outside  of  a  state,  for 
consumption  within  the  state,  constitutes  such  a  breaking  of  the  origi- 
nal package  as  to  make  the  service  subject  to  state  regulation.  West 
Virginia  &  M.  Gas  Co.  v.  Towers  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919D,  332  (S.  C.  — 
Md.  — ,  106  Atl.  265). 

6.  The  sale  and  delivery  of  gas  to  customers  at  burner  tips  by 
local  distributing  companies  operating  under  special  f ranch iBes,  and 
the  payment  of  two  tliirds  of  their  receipts  to  the  natural  gas  com 
pany  furnishing  the  gas  through  interstate  pipe  lines,  does  not  con 
stitute  any  part  of  interstate  commerce  so  as  to  exclude  state  regula- 
tion of  local  rates  as  confiscatory  and  unduly  burdening  such  commerce 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Landon  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  834  (S.  C 
249  U.  S.  236,  63  L.  ed.  577,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  268). 

7.  The  mere  intention  of  the  owner  of  a  carnival  show  equipment 
to  continue  his  tour  beyond  the  state  did  not  convert  a  contemplated 
movement  of  the  show  between  two  points  within  the  state  into  an 
interstate  movement  so  as  to  preclude  the  state  from  requiring  that 
the  transportation  service  between  such  points  be  performed  by  a  car- 
rier, and  fixing  the  rate  chargeable  by  the  carrier  for  such  servic*^. 
Southern  P.  Co.  v.  Arizona  (U.  S.  P.U.R.1919D,  462  (S.  C.  249  U.  S. 
472,  63  L.  ed.  713,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  313). 

8.  The  movement  of  rough  lumber  from  forest  to  milling  points 
in  the  state,  followed  by  the  forwarding  of  the  finished  product  to 
points  outside  the  state,  did  not  constitute  interstate  commerce  so  as 
to  render  inapplicable  the  rough-material  intrastate  freight  rates  pre- 
scribed by  state  authority,  although  experience  indicated  that  95  per 
cent  of  the  product  must  be  marketed  outside  the  state,  where  it  was 
not  intended,  when  the  rough  material  left  the  woods,  that  it  should 
be  transported  out  of  the  state  or  elsewhere  beyond  the  mill  until  it 
had  been  subjected  to  a  manufacturing  process  that  materially  changed 
its  character,  utility,  and  value,  and  where,  after  the  product  was  man- 
ufactured, it  was  stored  at  the  mill  to  await  a  market,  the  manufacture 
and  storage  occupying  five  months  on  the  average.  Arkadelphia  Mill. 
Co.  V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R..Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710  (S.  C. 
249  U.  8.  134,  63  L.  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 


Ill,  State  interference. 


a.  In  general. 


Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  price  of  natural  gas  in  absence  of 

Congressional  action,  see  Rates,  59. 
Power  of  Commission  to  stop  interstate  train,  see  Sbbvicb,  41,  42. 
Requiring  physical   connection   of  telephones  as  burden   on   interstate 

commerce,  see  Service,  51. 

Annotation   on   state   regulation   of   interstate  commerce,   P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  704. 
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Statement  of  general  rule  as  to  effect  of  breaking  of  original  pack- 
age on  state  interference  with  interstate  commerce,  P.U.R.1919Dy  p.  337. 

9.  No  part  of  the  business  of  an  interstate  bridge  which  is  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  R^ulate  Commerce  is  under  the 
control  of  the  state.  Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Trac- 
tion Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

10.  As  to  those  forms  of  interstate  commerce  which  are  of  national 
importance,  and  require  a  general  system  and  uniformity  of  regulation, 
tho  Federal  power  is  exclusive,  and  tlie  state  may  not  act,  even  it 
Congress  has  not  exerted  its  paramount  legislative  authority  as  to  them. 
Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  £.  L.  A  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (VV.  Va.; 
P.U.R.1919D,  896  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

11.  Some  questions  affecting  an  interstate  toll  bridge  not  used  or 
operated  in  connection  with  a  railroad,  and  therefore  not  a  part  of  a 
continuous  interstate  carrier  system,  present  situations  essentially 
local,  and  permit  regulation  according  to  local  conditions.  Shrader  v. 
Steubenville,  E..L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
895  (8.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

12.  By  reason  of  the  provisions  of  the  Congressional  Act  regulating 
interstate  commerce,  the  Corporation  Commission  is  without  jurisdic- 
tion to  require  a  railway  company  to  designate  a  point  on  its  right 
of  way  for  the  location  of  a  portable  grain  elevator  and  to  spot  cars 
thereto  for  interstate  shipments,  when  th«  effect  of  such  order  is  to 
obstruct  interstate  commerce  by  materially  interfering  with  the  move- 
ment of  cars  to  and  from  elevators  permanently  located  near  the  right 
of  way,  and  wiih  the  loading  of  cars  on  the  right  of  way  by  track 
shippers.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v.  SUte  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  44.i 
(S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  180  Pac.  246). 

&.  Effect  of  congressional  inaction. 

13.  Where  the  subject  is  of  local  rather  than  national  importance, 
admitting  of  diversity  of  treatment  according  to  the  special  require- 
ments of  local  conditions,  the  state  may  exercise  its  regulatory  author- 
ity within  reasonable  limits  till  Congress  does  act.  Shrader  v.  Steubeu- 
ville,  E.  L.  A  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  {K 
C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

14.  While  Congress  has  exclusive  power  to  regulate  interstate  com- 
merce, and  the  state  may  not,  when  Congress  has  exerted  that  power, 
interfere  therewith,  even  in  the  otherwise  just  exercise  of  its  police 
power,  the  state  may  in  such  a  case  act  until  Congress  does  exert  its 
authority,  even  though  interstate  commerce  may  be  incidentally  affected. 
State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  692   (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

15.  When,  in  the  absence  of  Federal  regulations,  state  supervision 
of  matters  that  incidentally  affect  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  is 
permssible,  the  state  authority  is  dominant;  but  upon  the  assertion 
of  paramount  Federal  authority,  state  regulations  in  the  premises  are 
thereby  excluded.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  y.  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
R.  Co.  (Fla.)   P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

16.  Although  wharves  are  related  to  commerce  and  navigation  as 
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aids  and  conveniences,  yet,  being  local  in  their  nature  and  requiring 
special  regulations  at  particular  places,  the  jurisdictioii  and  control 
thereof,  in  the  absence  of  congressional  legislation  <m  the  subject,  prop- 
erly belong  to  the  states  in  which  they  are  situated.  State  ex  rel. 
Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692 
(S.  C.  —  Fla.—,  81  So.  498). 

17.  Where  an  act  of  Congress,  relating  to  a  subject  on  which  the 
state  may  act  also,  limits  the  scope  of  its  regulations  to  a  portion  of 
the  subject,  it  leaves  the  subject  open  to  state  r^^lation  as  to  the 
matters  not  covered  by  the  Federal  regulations.  In  determining  whether 
a  Federal  act  overrules  a  state  law,  the  entire  scheme  must  be  con- 
sidered, and  that  which  is  implied  has  no  less  force  than  that  which 
is  expressed.  The  intent  of  Congress  to  supersede  the  exercise  by  the 
states  of  their  police  power  will  not  be  inferred  unless  the  act  of  Con- 
gress, fairly  interpreted,  is  in  actual  conflict  with  the  law  of  the  state. 
State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Go.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

18.  While  Congress,  in  the  proper  exercise  of  its  paramount  author- 
ity over  foreign  and  interstate  commerce,  may  provide  Federal  regula- 
tions of  wharves,  and  while  a  construction  of  regulations  in  derogation 
of  Federal  power  over  such  commerce  is  not  favored,  yet>  as  wharves 
are  local  facilities  that  do  not  require  imiform  regulation  by  a  single 
authority,  they  may  be  ^regulated  by  the  states  in  which  they  are 
located  until  Federal  authority  over  them  is  asserted;  and  a  Federal 
regulation  will  not  be  extended  to  them  so  as  to  supersede  state  author- 
ity unless  an  intent  to  assert  Federal  supervision  or  control  is  clearly 
manifest  from  the  terms  and  purpose  of  the  congressional  action  taken 
in  the  premises.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
R,  Co.  <Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

19.  A  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  power  to  fix  rates  to 
consumers,  within  the  state,  of  natural  gas  transported  from  without 
the  state  by  means  of  pipe  lines,  although  such  transportation  is  inter- 
state commerce  and  within  the  reach  of  Federal  power,  where  Congress 
has  not  acted  other  than  to  delegate  power  to  the  President  to  control 
the  disposition  of  natural  gas,  under  which  power  the  President  has 
not  acted;  since  natural  gas  is  a  local  product,  and  consequently  is  a 
proper  subject' for  state  legislation.  Re  Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  372  (S.  C.  184  App.  Div.  556,  171  N.  Y.  Supp.  1028). 

o.  What  cimstit%U€S  burden  on  commerce, 

20.  Though  a  state  cannot  impose  an  undue  burden  upon  interstate 
commerce,  it  lawfully  may  render  illegal  and  unenforceable  a  pass  given 
to  a  resident  thereof  for  use  over  an  interstate  bridge  not  included 
within  the  scope  of  Federal  legislative  enactment.  Shrader  v.  Steuben- 
ville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  896  (B. 
C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

21.  An  order  of  the  Missouri  Conunission  fixing  tho  intrastate  fares 
of  a  street  railway  operating  both  in  Missouri  and  Kansas  is  not  in- 
validated by  tiie  interstate  commerce  claiise  of  the  Federal  Constitution. 
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Kansas  City  v.  Public  Servioe  CommisBion    (Mo.)    P.U.R^1919D,  422 
(S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  881). 

22.  A  state  oommisaion  order  requiring  a  railroad  company  to 
reroute  two  local  passenger  trains  around  a  loop  so  as  to  reach  a  city 
formerly  served  by  such  trains  is  not  unlawful  on  the  theory  that  it 
unduly  restricts  or  burdens  interstate  commerce.  Lusk  y.  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W. 
72). 

23.  Where  state  authority  is  exerted  to  require  the  re-establishmeiit 
of  a  pre-existing  local  transportation  facility  by  rebuilding  and  repair* 
ing  a  wharf  adjacent  to,  and  lying  immediately  between,  a  depot  of  a 
rail  carrier  and  a  river  point  where  a  water  carrier  may  land,  such 
authority  does  not  conflict  with  the  asserted  Federal  authority  under 
the  Canal  Act  of  August  24,  1912  (Comp.  Stat.  §  8569),  to  require 
physical  connection  between  the  lines  of  the  rail  and  the  water  carriers 
by  connecting  the  track  of  the  rail  carrier  with  the  dock  of  the  water 
carrier.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  O). 
(Fla.)   P.U.R.1919D,  692   (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

24.  An  order  requiring  a  natural-gas  producing  company  to  furnibh 
reasonably  adequate  service  to  the  consumers  and  industcies  of  a  city 
is  not  an  unlawful  interference  wiUi  interstate  commerce,  although  com- 
pliance with  the  order  will  reduce  the  amount  of  natural  gas  trans- 
ported without  the  state;  since  the  police  power  of  the  state  is  broad 
enough  to  compel  a  reasonably  adequate  service  from  public  service 
corporations  within  the  state;  and  until  such  service  is  rendered,  thert^ 
can  be  no  improper  or  illegal  interference  with  interstate  commerce. 
Morgantown  v.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  262. 

25.  The  exaction  by  a  state  from  a  foreign  railway  company  which 
has  less  than  1  mile  of  main  ti'ack  within  the  state,  and  does  only 
interstate  business  therein,  of  a  fee  for  granting  a  certificate  authoriz- 
ing an  issue  of  bonds  secured  by  a  mortgage  of  the  whole  line  of  th«; 
railway  company,  which  fee  is  fixed  by  a  percentage  on  the  total  issue 
contemplated,  is  an  unlawful  interference  with  interstate  commerce. 
Union  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
316  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  67,  63  L.  ed.  131,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  24). 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  ACT. 

Invalidity  of  passes  under,  see  Discrimination,  91. 

Effect  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  render  invalid  railroad  rates 

not  filed  with  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission,  see  Rates, 

200. 

niTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION. 

See  also  Commissions. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  make  physical  valuation  of  railroad 

as  limited  by  Federal  statute  giving  such  power  to  Interstate 

Commerce  Commission,  see  CoMiassiONS,  67. 
Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  claim  for  intrastate  switching 

rates,  see  Rates,  17. 
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Jurisdiction  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  over  switching 

charge  made  by  plant  facility  to  line  carrier,  see  Rates,  22. 
Change  in  intenirban  railway  fare  forming  part  of  interstate  rate 

fixed  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  60. 
Practice  of   Interstate   Commerce   Conmiission   not   binding   after 

railroad  has  been  released  from  Federal  control,  see  Rates,  62. 
Effect  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  render  invalid  railroad  rates 

not  filed  with  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  200. 
Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  intrastate  express  service 

as  limited  by  action  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see 

Service,  17. 
Cars  abandoned  on  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  mt 

development  loss,  see  Valuation,  155. 

IMTERinEtBAN  BAIIAOAD8. 

See  also  Street  Railways. 

Apportionment  of  expenses,  values  and  revenues  of  interurban  rail- 
way, see  Apportionment,  5-17. 

Certificate  for  electric  railway  as  covering  monorail  system,  see 
Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  14, 15. 

What  constitutes  "one-city  utility"  depriving  Kansas  Commission 
of  jurisdiction,  see  Commissions,  58. 

Right  of  street  railway  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  acquire  property 
of  interurban  railway,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale, 
8. 

Depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  48,  49. 

Not  to  be  required  to  carry  school  children  at  less  than  regular 
fare,  see  Discrimination,  19. 

Discrimination  in  rat«8  on,  see  Discrimination,  50-53. 

Street  railway  charging  higher  fares  on  interurban  cars  as  dis- 
criminatory, see  Discrimination,  62. 

Failure  of  street  railway  company  to  give  transfers  to  patrons  en- 
tering on  interuAan  line  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 63. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  Electricity,  2. 

Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  including  bridges  used  by  railroads  and 
interurban  railways,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  2. 

Change  in  interurban  railway  fare  forming  part  of  interstate  rate 
fixed  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  60. 

Power  of  municipality  to  fix  interurban  railway  rates  as  effected 
by  local  consent  provisions  of  Constitution,  see  Rates,  131. 

Comparison  of  ton-mile  earnings  on  steam  railroad  with  those  of 
interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  145.  ♦ 

Division  of  electric  railway  furnishing  current  for  entire  system 
to  receive  reasonable  rate,  see  Rates,  225. 

Rates  on,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  261-281. 

Transfers  from  interurban  to  street  railway,  see  Rates,  273,  274. 

Excess  fare  on,  see  Rates,  281. 

Employees  and  patrons  to  co-operate,  see  Return,  3. 
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Increased  rates  only  to  meet  increased  costs  of  labor  and  material, 

see  Retubn,  160. 
Right  of  street  railway  company  to  increase  rates  on  profitable 

interurban  branch,  see  Return,  213. 
Entire  street  railway  system  to  be  treated  as  a  whole,  see  Retubn, 

215. 
Liberal  freight  rates  to,  see  Return,  227. 
Effect  of  increase  in  interurban  railway  rates,  see  Return,  287- 

295. 
Reasonableness  of  return  of  interurban  railway,  see  Return,  316. 
Seats  for  passengers  on  interurban  cars,  see  Sebvicb,  135. 
Consideration   of   forfeit  by  street  railway   company  to  city  for 

failure  to  construct  ipterurban  line,  see  Valuation,  123. 
Consideration  of  ill-advised  investment,  see  Valuation,  124. 
Working  capital  of  interurban  railway  company,  see  Valuation, 

189. 

Annotation  on  rate  of  depreciation  for  interurban  railways,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  169. 

Annotation  on  interurban  railway  ratea,  P.n.R.1919D,  p.  570; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  628. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  544; 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879. 

Annotation  on  service  by  interurban  railways,  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
288. 

1.  The  New  York  constitutional  provision  (art.  3,  §  18)  relating 
to  municipal  consents  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  a  "street 
railroad"  does  not  apply  to  a  railroad  built  wholly  upon  private  prop- 
erty and  engaged  in  interurban  traffic,  although  incidentally  crossing 
municipal  streets.  Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  953  <S.  C.  107  Misc.  151,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147). 

INTER  VEKEK. 

Right  of  intervener  to  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  53. 

IHTRASTATE  COMMERCE. 

Apportionment  of  interurban  railway  expenses  as  between  interstate 

and  intrastate  commerce,  see  Apportionment,  7. 
Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates 

for  intrastate  transportation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13. 
Interstate  rates  not  to  be  used  to  show  that  intrastate  rate  is 

violative   of  long  and   short  haul  of  state  Constitution,   see 

Discrimination,  55. 
See  also  Interstate  Commerce. 
Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  increasing 

intrastate  telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Rates,  16. 
Jurisdiction   of   state  courts  over   claim  for   intrastate  switching 

rates,  see  Rates,  17.  « 

Power  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  as  afl'ected  by 

Federal  control,  see  Rates,  35-53. 
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Change  in  interurban  railway  fare  forming  part  of  interstate  rate 
fixed  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  railway, 
see  Rates,  61. 

Comparison  of  interstate  and  intrastate  rates,  see  Rates,  150. 

Federal  control  of  intrastate  telephone  rate*',  see  Rates,  856-359. 

Federal  control  of  intrastate  express  service,  see  Service,  10. 

INVENTORY. 

Expenses  incurred  in  proceeding  before  Commission  to  be  amor- 
tized over  period  of  years,  see  Return,  61,  52,  54. 

Consideration  of  itemized  inventory  of  property  in  absence  of 
physical  valuation,  see  Valuation,  16. 

IM  VESTMENT. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Affobtioitment. 

Apportionment  of  investment  in  interurban  railway,  se^  Appor- 
tionment, 14-16. 

Investment  per  consumer  as  not  necessarily  controlling  rates,  see 
Rates,  165. 

Each  consumer  to  pay  his  proportion  of  investment,  see  Ratss,  260. 

As  basis  for  fixing  return,  see  Return,  16. 

Invested  capital  rather  than  securities  issued  as  basis  of  return, 
see  Return,  19. 

Utility  entitled  to  earn  interest  on,  see  Return,  140. 

Consideration  of  original  cost  in  ascertaining  fair  value  or  rate 
base,  see  Valuation,  9,  11,  13,  16-20. 

IOWA. 

Power  of  board  of  supervisors  under  Iowa  statute  relative  to  con- 
struction of  highways,  see  Crossings,  3. 

Powers  of  Iowa  Commission  with  reference  to  establishment  of 
railroad  crossings  notwithstanding  Federal  oontrol,  see  Cross- 
ings, 12. 

Construction  of  Iowa  joint  rate  order,  see  Rates,  309. 

IRRIGATION. 

See  also  Water. 

Canal  company  organized  to  supply  water  to  stockholders  for  irri- 
gation as  a  public  utility,  see  Purlic  Utilities,  37. 

Irrigation  company  as  public  utility  although  rendering  service  only 
under  contract,  see  Pueuc  Utilities,  45. 

Monthly  irrigation  charge  varying  with  amount  of  water  used,  see 
Rates,  282. 

Occasional  user  to  pay  more  than  regular  user  of  water  for  irri- 
gation, see  Rates,  283. 

Irrigation  consumers  on  higher  levels  to  pay  higher  raia%  att 
Rates,  2S4. 
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Irrigation  compasy  not  to  make  initial  charge  to  consumers,  see 

Rates,  285. 
Irrigation  oompanj  required  to  permit  consumers  to  discontinue 

paying  for  water  under  their  contracts,  see  Rates,  286. 
Bffect  of  betterments  to  plant,  to  reduce  use  of  water,  see  Retubn, 

133. 
Irrigation  company  to  notify  consumers  of  shortage  of  supply  of 

water,  see  Ssbyice,  136. 
Irrigation  company  not  to  make  contract  for  sale  of  surplus  water 

before  determining  how  much  water  may  be  sold,  see  Sebvice, 

137. 
Effect  of  disputed  title  to  ditch  on  service  of  irrigation  company, 

see  Service,  138. 

Annotation   on   service   of   irrigation   company,   P.U.R.1910E,   p. 
289. 

ISSUES. 

See  Triau 

JITHETS. 

See  AXTTOMOBILES. 

JOINT  RATES. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  sustain  findings  as  to,  see  Appeal  and 

Review,  47. 
Power  of  Commission  to  fix  joint  railroad  rates  under  Illinoit 
*    statute  in  absence  of  evidenoe  of  public  necessity,  see  Rates, 

106. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Indiana  statute  to  regulate  joint  rates 

on  railroad,  see  Rates,  106. 
On  railroad,  see  Rates,  306-311. 
DejQinition  of  term  ''line"  as  used  in  railroad  joint  rate  tariff,  see 

Rates,  310. 

Annotation  on  joint  rates  on  railroads,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  974. 

JUDGMENT. 

Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  de- 
cree enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  59-62. 

Power  of  coiurt  to  authorize  judgment  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 
above  statutory  maximum  rates,  see  Rates,  20. 

Order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  superseding  judgment  of 
court  of  common  pleas  under  Pennsylvania  act,  see  Rates,  28. 

Wisconsin  Commission  not  bound  by  value  of  property  fixed  in 
judgment  of  the  court  prior  to  statute  creating  the  Commission, 
•ee  Valuation,  8. 

Validity  of  judgment  of  fair  compensation  for  municipal  purchase, 
see  Valuation,  45. 

Definition  of  final  order,  P.U.R,1919D,  p.  799. 
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1.  A  judgment,  even  if  erroneous,  should  stand  until  the  appel- 
late court  has  reversed  it.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Brooklyn 
Borough  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  226  (S.  C.  106  Misc.  549,  176 
N.  Y.  Supp.  28).      * 

2.  A  public  service  corporation  having  had  its  day  in  a  state 
court  to  review  a  Commission  decision,  on  the  ground  that  such  decision 
deprived  it  of  its  constitutional  rights,  and  having  failed  to  assert 
its  right  of  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  cannot 
maintliin  a  suit  for  injunction  involving  the  same  parties  and  the 
same  issues  in  a  Federal  court,  since  the  controversy  is  res  judicata. 
Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
471   (S.  C.  257  Fed.  197). 

JUDICIAI.  NOTICE. 

See  Evidence. 

JUDICIAI.  POWERS  AND  FUNCTIOITS. 

Of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Commissions,  7. 

Of  Nebraska  Commission,  see  Commissions,  8. 

Power  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  franchise,  see  Com- 
missions, 25-29. 

Delegation  of,  see  CoNSTrmrioNAL  Law,  94. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  as  judicial,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  98,  99. 

JUNK  VALUE. 

Annotation  on  junk  value  as  measure  of  fair  value,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  210. 

JURISDICTION. 

Of  appellate  court,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Conclusiveness  of  order  of  Commission  aa  to  its  jurisdiction,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  22. 

Of  Commission,  see  Commissions. 

Of  courts,  see  Coubts. 

Injunction  againat  enforcement  of  street  railway  franchise  rates 
as  presenting  Federal  question  sustaining  original  jurisdiction 
of  Federal  courts,  see  Coubts,  6. 

Of  Federal  courts,  over  bills  based  on  provisions  of  Federal  Con- 
stitution, see  Courts,  7. 

Prohibiting  court  of  common  pleas  from  determining  own  juris- 
diction, see  PBoqiBiTiox,  1. 

JURY. 

Propriety  of  charge  to  jury  as  to  duty  of  railroad  couched  in 
the  language  of  the  statute,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  41. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  re- 
funding of  excessive  charges,  see  Constitutional  Law,  91. 

Failure  to  present  issues  in  special  charge  as  reversible  error,  see 
Tbial,  1. 
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KANSAS. 

What  constitutes  "one-city  utility"  depriving  Kangas  CommiBsion 
of  jurisdiction,  gee  Comiossionb,  58. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  46. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  fares  of  street  rail- 
way operating  in  Missouri  and  Kansas,  see  Interstate  Com- 
HEBCE,  21. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  street 
railway,  see  Rates,  61. 

Principles  controlling  Kansas  Commission  in  permuting  increase 
of  franchise  rates,  see  Rates,  166,  167. 

lABOR. 

Apportioning  increased  cost  of,  see  Discrimination,  45. 

Rates  not  to  vary  with  price  of  labor  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 
see  Rates,  202. 

Increased  cost  of  labor  as  factor  in  increased  street  railway  fares, 
.  see  Rates,  324. 

Uncertainty  as  to  future  cost  of  labor  and  materials  as  justifying 
temporary  rate,  see  Return,  132. 

Increased  interurban  railway  rates  to  meet  increased  cost  of  la- 
bor, lee  Return,  160. 

Limitation  to  fair  return  in  the  past  as  rendering  interurban  rail- 
way company  unable  to  meet  war  Sosts,  see  Return,  190. 

Consideration  of  emergency  relief  because  of  increased  cost,  sec 
Return,  220-296. 

Consumers  not  to  be  required  to  pay  increased  cost  of  labor  on  ex- 
tensions, see  Service,  87. 

Allowance  of  excessive  percentage  on  cost  of  labor  and  materials, 
as  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  98. 

LAMPS. 

Free  lamps  not  to  be  furnished,  see  Rates,  246. 
Disposition  of  consumers'  appliances  upon  change  from  alternating 
to  direct  current  service,  see  Service,  123. 

LAKD. 

Depreciation  not  to  be  computed  on  value  of,  see  Depreciation,  43. 

Withholding  consent  from  taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain 
because  of  pendency  of  partition  suit,  see  Eminent  Domain,  1. 

Water  sold  with  land  for  use  thereon  as  affected  with  public  in- 
terest, see  Public  Utilities,  49. 

Tjransfer  of  real  estate  to  stockholders  in  lieu  of  stock  dividends, 
see  Security  Issues,  2. 

Value  of,  not  based  on  war  values,  see  Valuation,  69. 

Value  of,  as  basis  for  allowance  for  overheads,  see  ValuatioI^,  85. 

Land  dedicated  to  the  public  as  a  development  loss,  see  Valuation, 
143. 

Consideration  of  unused  lands,  see  Valuation,  146-149. 
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Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  173-179. 

Reproduction  cost  of,  see  Valuation,  176. 

Element  of  value  in  water-bearing  land,  see  Valuatioit,  240. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of,  P.UJa.l919B,  p.  426;  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
219. 

I.AKD  COMPANY. 

.  Land  company  selling  water  as  public  utility,  see  Public  tJTiLiTiBi, 
23-27. 

LARGE  CONSUBIER8. 

Reduced  rates  to  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  29. 
Water  rates  for  large  consumer  to  cover  cost  of  service,  see  Rates, 

38L 
Low  rates  to  large  consumer  where  other  consumers  pay  only 

reasonable  price,  see  Retubn,  136. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  large  consumer  in  rate  making, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  26. 

LATEBAL8. 

See  generally,  SmviOB  Oonnbotions. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  cdknpany  to  re- 
fund to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb, 
see  Repabation,  7^ 

LAW. 

Generally,  see  Statutes. 

Commission's  orders  not  to  contain  conclusions  of  law,  see  Appeal 

AND  Review,  43. 
Interpretation  of,  as  sole  function  of  courts,  see  Coubts,  1. 
Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  Commission  to  draw  salary  voucher 

for  employee,  see  Mandamus,  2. 
Whether  company  selling  electricity  is  engaged  in  public  calling 

as  question  of  fact  or  law,  see  Pubuo  Utiuties,  6. 

LEAKAGE. 

Of  gas,  see  Return,  101-103. 

LEASES. 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip- 
ment nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re- 
ceipts, see  Automobiles,  16. 

Lease  of  utility  property  not  to  result  in  unreasonable  increase  Ib 
rates,  see  Consolidation,  Msbgeb,  and  Sale,  1. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by 
Massachusetts  Ccmunission,  see  Leases,  1. 

Water  leased  to  others  under  private  contract  as  a  public  utility, 
see  Public  UnLrnis,  51. 
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Reckless  expenditures  for  natural  gas  leases  not  chargeable  to 
consumers,  see  Rates,  289.  i 

Rental  for  tracks  by  street  railway  company  as  an  operating  ex- 
pense where  tracks  are  included  in  valuation,  see  Retubn,  84. 

Approval  of  contract  of  lease  or  sale,  see  Sale,  3. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from 
duty  to  operate  it  because  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  company 
oontrolled  by  same  stockholders,  see  Sebvice,  148. 

Valuation  of  natural  gas  leases,  see  Valuation,  235. 

Valuation  of  lease  of  bridge,  see  Valuation,  230. 

No  allowance  for  a  leased  water  right  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  241. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  leases  of  property,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  57. 

1.  No  liability  for  damages  for  breach  of  a  contract  to  lease  a  rail- 
road arises  in  Massachusetts,  in  the  absence  of  approval  of  the  lease 
by  tlie  Public  Service  Commission,  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the  parties 
have  agreed  upon  the  draft  of  the  lease,  which  they  will  submit  for 
the  approval  of  the  Commission.  Hampden  R.  C^rp.  v.  Boston  &  M. 
R.  Co.  (Mass,)  P.U.R.1919F,  964  (S.  C.  283  Mass.  411,  124  N.  £. 
254). 

LEGAL  EXPENSES. 

Coat  of  legal  services  in  ejectment  suit  as  item  of  original  cost^ 

see  VAI.UATI0N,  55. 
As  operating  expenses,  see  Valuation,  95,  99,  102. 

LEGAL  TEITBER. 

Requiring  use  of  tickets  or  tokens  to  secure  benefit  of  lower  rate  as 
presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  ano  Review,  33. 

LEGISLATIVE  FUKOTIOirS. 

Rate  making  as  a  legislative  fimction,  fe«  Appeal  and  Review, 

14. 
Of  Nebraska  Commission,  see  Commissions,  8. 
Retention  by  legislature  of  all  legislative  power,  see  Oonstttution- 

AL  Law,  100. 

Statement  of  rule  that  the  fixing  of  rates  is  a  legislative  function 
of  the  sUte,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  963. 

LEGISLATURE. 

Delegation  of  rate-making  power  by,  as  a  legislative  function,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  14. 

Power  of  Idalio  legislature  to  authorize  writ  of  certiorari  by  su- 
preme court  to  review  decisions  of  Conmiission,  see  Cebtiobari, 
1. 

Power  of  Nebraska  legislature  over  functions  of  Commission,  see 
Commissions,  8. 
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Kate  contract  between  municipality  and  street  railway  as  fixing 
a  legislative  rate,  see  Ck>N8Trnn'ioNAL  Law,  55. 

Delegation  of  legislative  power  to  Commission,  see  CoNsnTunoir- 
AL  Law,  93-97. 

Delegation  to  Nebraslca  Commission  of  power  to  fix  rates  at  stock- 
yards, see  Constitutional  Law,  95. 

Exercise  by  city  of  statutory  rigbt  to  regulate  jitneys  not  exer- 
cise of  legislative  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  96. 

Retention  of  legislative  powe^  by,  see  Constitutional  Law,  100. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  cre- 
ating municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  by  Commission 
of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
107. 

Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Idaho  supreme  court,  see 
Coubts,  2. 

Legalizing  unauthorized  abandonment  of  railroad  by  Texas  legis- 
lature, see  Railroads,  1. 

Power  of  l^islature  to  change  street  railway  franchise  rates,  see 
Rates,  14. 

Discussion  of  power  of  l^islature  to  control  public  utilities,  P.U.R. 
1919A,  p.  546. 

USVBIM. 

Irrigation  consumers  on  higher  levels  to  pay  higher  rates,  see 
Rates,  284. 

UABUilTT  mSURAirCE. 

Cost  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  77. 

LIBERTT  BONDS. 

Investment  in,  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return,  48. 
Issuance  of  bonds  to  refund  notes  issued  for  Liberty  bonds,  see 
Sbcubitt  Issues,  18. 

UOEN8E8. 

Effect  of  state  or  town  license  to  operate  automobiles,  see  Auro^ 
MOBILES,    9. 

City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  to  fix  rates  of  trans- 
fer company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license, 
see  Rates,  123. 

LIFE. 

Effect  of  statement  by  officer  that  company  is  not  a  quasi  public 
corporation,  made  for  purpose  of  extending  corporate  life,  see 
Estoppel,  2. 

Effect  of  declaration  of  officers  and  stockholders  that  company  is 
not  a  quasi  public  corporation,  made  for  the  purpose  of  extend- 
ing corporate  life,  see  Public  Utiuties,  35, 
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Sinking  fund  and  straight-line  method  of  computing  depreciation 
as  theoretical  and  dependent  upon  life  tables,  see  Dipbecia- 
TION,  24. 

UGHT. 

Interference  with,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  sec  Damages,  3. 

UOHTIMG. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as 
discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  44,  45. 

Diflference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  electric  bills  of  moving 
picture   theater   as    discriminatory,    s^    Discrimination,    88. 

Relation  between  power  and  lighting  rates,  see  Rates,  226. 

Proportion  of  increased  coal  cost  that  may  be  placed  on  power* 
consumers,  see  Rates,  227,  228. 

Electric  rate  for  moving  picture  theater  as  midway  between  light- 
ing and  power  rates,  see  Rates,  229. 

Household  appliances  to  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rathef 
than  lighting  rate,  see  Rates,  230. 

UMESTOHE. 

Rates  on  glass  sand  as  comparable  with-  rates  on  brick  and  lime- 
stone, see  Rates,  146. 

UMITATION  OF  ACTIONS. 

Of  time  to  appeal  from  order  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Appeal 

AND  Review,  57. 
Limitation   of  time  under  Illinois   statute  for   commencement  of 

construction  under  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Certificates 

OP  Convenience  and  Necessity,  8-11. 
Effect  of  rate  limitation  in  franchise  for  use  of  streets  for  gas, 

where  owner  also  has  unlimited  franchise,  see  Franchises,  3. 
Of  time  for  use  of  commutation  tickets,  see  Rates,  278. 
Of  actions  for  reparation,  see  Reparation,  10. 

UNE. 

Definition  of  term  "line"  as  used  in  railroad  joint  rate  tariff,  see 

Rates,  310. 
Street  railway  lines,  see  Street  Railways. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

IiINE  HAUL. 

Switching  cliarge  substituted   for  line  haul  charge,   for   tndustry 

outside  of  switching  limits,  see  Rates,  317. 
Construction  of  Florida  statute  relative  to  adding  switching  charge 

.  to  line  haul  charge,  see  Rates,  319. 
Distinction  between  terminal  service  and  line  haul,  see  Rates,  320. 
What  constitutes  terminal  service  as  distinct  ftoto  plant  service, 

see  Service,  184. 
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USTEMIHO  IN. 

Duty  of  telephone  operators  to  listen  in  to  see  if  connection  hM 
been  made,  see  Sebvice,  219. 

UVEBT. 

Establishment  of  automobile  stage  service  where  existing  taxicab 
and  livery  service  is  adequate,  see  AinoMOSiues,  8. 

1A>CAL  AUTHORITIES* 

See  also  Municipalities. 

Operation  of  sight-seeing  automobile  as  operation  of  bus  line  under 
New  York  statute  requiring  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Automobiles,  22. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  telephone  plant  not 
granted  by  Missouri  Commission  until  consent  of  local  au- 
thorities has  been  obtained,  see  Cebtifioatbs  of  Oonvbnteitci 

AND  NECESSITT,   7. 

Rate  contract  made  subsequent  to  Commission  Law,  subject  to  pro- 
visions thereof,  see  Rates,  73. 

IA>CAL  CONSENTS. 

Evidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  imder  New  York  statute 
so  as  to  authorize  continued  operation  without  procuring 
consent   of   Commission,   see   Cebtificates   of   Convenienob 

AND  NeCESSIIT,  4. 

Local  consents  as  extending  field  of  operation  as  designated  in 

certificate  of  incorporation,  see  Cebtificates  of  Incobpoba- 

TION,  3. 
Constitutional   provisions    relative    to  local    consent   as   affecting 

power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Rates, 

78-80. 

LOCALITIES. 

Apportionm^it  as  between  two  localities  in  which  gas  company  is 
operating,  see  Appobtionment,  4. 

Discrimination  as  between  localities,  see  Biscbimination,  31,  32. 

Absorption  of  some  switching  charges  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 
CBIiaNATION,  60. 

Character  of  locality  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  determining 
reasonableness  of  return,  see  Retubn,  171. 

Each  locality  to  bear  cost  of  special  service  rendered  in  that  locali- 
ty, see  Sebvice,  80. 

LOCAL  POLICE  REGULATION. 

Order  fixing  telephone  rate  as  "local  police  regolatloii'*  within 
meaning  of  Ohio  Constitution,  see  Rates,  5. 

LOCAL  RATES. 

On  interurban  railway,  aee  Bateb,  261. 
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I.OOATIOH. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commissioii  to  determine  Validity  of  location  of 
street  railway  within  public  square,  see  Coiiuissioifs,  15. 

IkTorable  location  at  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see 
Rates,  163. 

I4>COHOTIVE8. 

Firemen  in  charge  of,  see  Kailroads,  6. 

Use  of  oil-burning  locomotives  in  forest  reserve,  see  Kailboads,  7. 

LOGGINO  COMPAinr. 

Logging  company  not  allowed  to  discontinue  operation  of  railroad 
because  unprofitable,  where  return  from  whole  business  is 
reasonable,  see  Retubn,  197. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from 
duty  to  operate  it  l)ecau8e  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  company 
controlled  by  same  stoclch older s,  see  Service,  148. 

LOGS. 

Delay  caused  by  forest  fire  as  giving  relief  from  demurrage  charge, 
see  Rates,  314. 

LONG  AND  SHORT  HAITL. 

Validity  of  rates  violating  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  Constitu- 
tion, see  CoNsnTunoNAL  Law,  3. 

Long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  Constitution  not  violative 
of  Federal  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  101. 

Violation  of  long  and  short  haul  provision,  see  Discrimination, 
65-59. 

Charging  same  rate  for  shorter  of  two  hauls  as  discrimination, 
see  DiscRnciNATiON,  66. 

Proof  of  violation  of  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  California  Con- 
stitution, see  BsPARATioN,  2,  8. 

Jurisdiction  to  avrard  reparation  for  violation  of  Icmg  and  abort 
haul  clause  of  California  Constitution,  see  Rbparation,  9. 

LONG  DISTANCE  TELEPHONE  SERVICE. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  furnish  long  distance  service  to 
patrons  of  another  company  as  denial  of  due  process,  see 
CONBTrrUTIONAL  Law,  10. 

Charge  to  nonsubscriber,  see  Rates,  366. 

LONG  HAUL. 

Freight  rates  for  long  haul  on  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  269. 

LOOPS. 

Municipal  ordinance  requiring  operation  of  street  cars  over  "every 
part"  of  the  tracks  as  not  requiring  operation  on  sidetracks, 
spurs,  and  loops,  see  Service,  188. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 14. 
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IX>88ES. 

See  also  Operation  at  a  Loss. 

Losses  due  to  reconstruction  of  buildings  or  sale  of  obsolescent 

property  to  be  charged  to  depreciation,  see  Depbbciatiqn,  28. 
Losses  of  street  railway  not  to  be  borne  by  electric  department, 

see  Return,  203,  206,  208. 
Street  railways  not  to  recoup  war  losses  during  reconstruction 

period,  see  Return,  282. 
Electric  extension  not   denied  merely  because   combined  gas  and 

electric  business  is  not  profitable,  see  Service,  86. 
Guaranty  against  loss  upon  continuing  service,  see  Service,  104. 
Early  losses  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  214-221. 

LOTS. 

Separate  meter  in  office  and  residence  where  both  are  on  same 
lot,  see  Rates,  217. 

I^OUISIAITA. 

Louisiana  Commission  not  required  to  show  cause  as  to  discretion- 
ary order,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  21. 

Limitation  of  time  to  appeal  from  order  of  Commission,  see  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  57. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions, 
64. 

Jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  court  over  question  of  abandonment  of 
service  before  action  of  Commission,  see  Service,  5. 

Railroads  not  required  to  stop  through  trains  at  small  stations, 
see  Service,  158. 

LUMBER. 

Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  ca«e 
finished  product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 

Movement  of  lumber  from  forest  to  mill  within  the  state  followed 
by  transportation  of  finished  product  without  the  state  as 
interstate  commerce,  see  Intesstatk  Commerce,  8. 

Logging  company  not  allowed  to  discontinue  operation  of  railroad 
because  unprofitable,  where  return  from  whole  business  is  rea- 
sonable, see  Return,  197. 

BIAIlfE. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  apportionment  of  mainte- 
nance of  terminal  railroads  as  between  railroads  under  Federal 
control,  see  Commissions,  52. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  42,  43,  47. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Cross- 
ings, 18. 

Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  divide  expense  of  block  signal 
system  on  street  raihvavB,  see  Intfrcorporate  Relations,  1.* 
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Apportionment  by  Maine  Commission  of  cost  of  use  of  terminal  by 

railroads   under   Federal   control,  see  Inteecobpoeatb  Rela- 
tions, 2. 
Service  of  electricity  by  street  railway  in  territory  occupied  by 

electric  company,  under  Maine  Statute,  see  Monopoly  and 

CoMPBmnoN,  8. 
Change  in  franchise  rates  in  proceedings  initiated  by  utility,  see 

Parties,  1. 
Delegated  power  of  Maine  Commission  to  increase  franchise  rates, 

see  Rates,  63. 
Power  of  municipality  to  make  rate  contracts,  sea  Rates,  1^, 

128,  134. 
Necessity  for  filing  charge  for  change  of  name  in  telephone  directory 

although  ordered  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  201. 
Issuance  of  bonds  to  refund  notes  issued  for  Liberty  bonds,  see  Se- 

cuBiTT  Issues,  18. 
Jurisdiction   of  Maine  Commission  over  local  express  service  as 

limited   by   action   of  Interstate  Commerce   Commission,   see 

Service,  17. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  gas  department  of  utility,  see  Service, 
33. 

MAIN  UNE. 

Legalizing  imauthorized  abandonment  of  railroad  by  Texas  legisla- 
ture, see  Railroads,  1. 

MAINS  AND  PIPES. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  as  between  fire  and  domestic  water  serv- 
ice, see  Apportionment,  27. 

Apportionment  of  natural  gas  transmission  main  as  between  gaa 
and  electric  departments  of  utility,  see  Apportionment,  28. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  of  water  com- 
pany to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  5Q. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  question  of  past  damages 
due  to  electrolysis,  see  Damages,  1. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  Elbctricitt,  2. 

Water  rates  for  fire  protection  to  be  based  on  size  of  mains,  see 
Rates,  400. 

Mains  subject  to  fire  protection  charge  although  used  also  for 
domestic  purposes,  see  Rates,  402. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 
to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Reparation,  7. 

Service  connections  with  mains  to  be  made  at  cost  of  utility,  see 
Service,  115*118. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main'  to  curb,  see 
Service,  117. 
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Deposit  required  by  gas  company  for  extension  of  mains,  see  Serv- 
ice, 131. 

Duty  of  water  company  to  extend  adequate  service  lines  to  curb, 
see  Sebviok,  237. 

Consideration  of  pav^nent  over  mains  in  valuation  proceeding, 
see  Valuation,  119,  120. 

Consideration  of  water  mains  owned  by  city  in  valuing  property  of 
water  company,  see  Valuation,  164. 

Valuation  of  right  of  way  for  water  mains,  see  Valuation,  243. 

MAIHTEirAHCE. 

Deferred  maintenance  as  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Deprecia- 

wow,  8. 
Distinction  between  maintenance  and  depreciation,  see  Deprecia- 
tion, 0-12. 
Expenditures  of  telephone  company  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as 

chargeable  to  depreciati<m  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Ba- 

TURN,  76. 
Expense  of  maintenance  of  structures  of  street  railway  company, 

tee  Return,  100-111. 
Cost  of  maintenance  of  boiler,  see  Return,  114. 
Consideration  of  deferred  maintenance  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 

115-117. 
Rates  beyond  value  of  service  merely  for  maintenance  of  credit, 

see  Return,  166. 
Of  efficiency  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 

172,  173. 
No  allowance  for  depreciation  where  maintenance  charges  are  high, 

see  Return,  233. 
Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciation   and 

maintenance,  see  Return,  352,  355. 

MANAOEMENT. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  consider  efficiency  of  management  in  fixing 

return,  see  Return,  11. 
Coal  consumption  indicating  inefficient  management,  see  Return, 

98,  99. 
Efficiency  of  management  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  determining 

reasonableness  of  return,  see  Return,  174-177. 
Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  passing  upon  reasonable- 

ness  of  return,  see  Return,  178-189. 
Two  utilities  under  one  management  to  be  considered  at  a  wholes 

see  Return,  276. 
Small  concern  not  able  to  be  as  efficient  as  large,  see  Servicb,  1. 
Losses   due  to  bad  management  as  justifying  abandonment,  tee 

Skbvicb,  101. 
Allowance  for  property  paid  for  oat  of  earnings  do*  to  efficiency 

of  management,  see  Valuation,  161. 
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Bffect  ol  high  degree  of  efficiency  on  allowance  for  going  value, 
see  Valttation,  223. 

Annotation  on  efficiency  of  management  as  factor  to  be  oonBldered 
in  fixing  return,  P.n.R.1919B,  p.  532. 

MAITAGER. 

President  of  utility  not  to  act  as  general  manager,  see  Public 

Utilitiks,  1. 
Owner  acting  as  manager  of  property  to  be  allowed '  salary,  see 

Retctrn,  60. 

MANDAMUS. 

J.  In  general,  1. 
II,  Wlien  mandanms  tDill  lie,  2—8, 
a.  In  general,  2,  3. 
ft.  To  enforce  Commission  order,  4—^. 
///.  Demurrer  to  return,  9^11. 

I.  In  general. 

City  and  present  owners  of  right  of  way  as  parties  to  suit  for  manda- 
mus to  compel  railroad  to  restore  track,  see  Pasties,  15. 

Proper  branch  of  court  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceedings 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Procedube,  1. 

1.  The'  court,  upon  a  motion  for  judgment  on  the  pleadings  in  a 
mandamus  proceeding,  while  bound  to  accept  allegations  of  facts  in  the 
answer,  need  not  accept  prophetic  allegations  as  true.  Public  Service 
Commission  v.  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  268 
(S.  0.  105  Misc.  264,  172  N.  Y.  Supp.  790). 

II,  When  mandamus  will  lie, 

a.  In  general. 

To  compel  pa3rment  of  salary  to  clerk  of  Commission,  seo  OofnuiBrnxms, 

4. 
To  compel  resumption  of  street  railway  service  discontinued  because  of 

strike,  see  Service,  61. 
To  enforce  unreasonable  order  as  to  depot  facilities,  see  Sebviob,  166. 

Annotation  on  mandamus  to  compel  utility  to  render  service, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  249. 

Discossion  of  rule  that  mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  a  railroad  to 
perform  a  definite  duty  t#  the  public,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  579. 

Statement  of  rule  that  railroad  company  in  possession  of  its  road 
may  be  compelled  by  mandamus  to  operate  in  accordance  with  its  char> 
ter,  P.UJ1.1919F»  p.  679. 

2.  The  refusal  of  the  State  Corporation  Commission  to  draw  a 
voucher  for  the  salary  of  an  employee  of  the  Commission  entitles  him 
to  resort  to  the  remedy  of  mandamus,  as  the  ordinaiy  course  of  law 
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does  not  afford  a  plain,  speedy,  and  adequate  remedy.  State  ex  rel. 
Stephens  v.  State  Corp.  Commission  (N.  M.)  P.U.R.1919B,  889  <S.  C. 
—  N,  M.  — ,  176  Pac.  866). 

3.  Mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  the  operation  of  a  spur  track, 
abandoned  by  a  railroad  without  permission  of  the  Missouri  Commis- 
sion, until  the  Commission  has  determined  the  question  of  the  right 
of  the  company  to  abandon  such  operation.  State  ex  rel.  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  v.  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  675 
(S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  214  S.  W.  381). 

5.  To  enforce  Commission  order, 

4.  A  writ  of  mandamus  to  enforce  a  Commission  order  requiring  the 
installation  of  an  interlocking  device  at  a  railroad  crossing,  which 
order  has  been  affirmed  by  the  courts,  should  be  authorized,  notwith- 
standing the  increased  cost  of  installation  due  to  delay,  and  notwith- 
standing financial  embarrassment  of  the  company  required  to  pay 
therefor;  since  to  deny  the  application  would  be  to  vacate^ the  order 
of  the  Commission.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  International  R. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1010  (S.  C.  106  Misc.  364,  174  N.  Y.  Supp. 
708). 

5.  Under  the  Railroad  Ccmunission  Statute  of  1913,  if  it  be  made 
to  appear  by  admissions  in  the  pleadings  having  the  effect  of  ''clear 
and  satisfactory  evidence,''  that  an  order  made  by  the  Railroad  Com- 
missioners is  not  ''reasonable  and  just,"  or  that  the  order  is  not  ''such 
as  ought  to  have  been  made  in  the  premises,"  or  that  the  ord^r  was  not 
''properly  arrived  at  in  due  form  of  procedure,"  or  that  the  order  is 
not  "such  as  can  and  ough't  to  be  executed,"  the  order  should  not  be 
enforced  by  mandamus.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic 
Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498) . 

6.  Where  an  order  requiring  depot  facilities  to  be  fumiMhed  is 
shown  by  the  admissions  of  the  pleadings  to  be  so  unreasonable  with 
reference  to  the  past  and  present  conditions  affecting  the  matter  as 
to  unlawfully  invade  the  carrier's  property  rights,  the  order  should 
not  be  enforced  by  mandamus,  particularly  when  it  appears « that  the 
prospective  growth  of  the  carrier's  business  does  not  clearly  warrant 
the  requirements  of  the  order  sought  to  be  enforced.  State  ex  rel.  Rail- 
road Comrs.  V.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692 
(S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

7.  The  rule  that  a  writ  of  mandamus  will  be  refused  in  the  exer- 
cise of  discretion,  when  its  operation  would  be  inequitable,  should  not 
be  applied  to  a  writ  for  the  enforcement  of  a  Commission  order  to  pro- 
vide necessary  equipment  for  a  street  railway,  notwithstanding  abnor- 
mal market  conditions  due  to  a  recent  state  of  war,  where  the  condi- 
tion in  which  the  company  finds  itself  was  due  to  its  own  delinquency; 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  in  such  a  case  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic are  paramount.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Brooklyn  Heights  R. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  258  (S.  C.  105  Misc.  264,  172  N.  Y.  Supp. 
790). 

8.  Biandamus  is  a  proper  remedy  to  compel  the  company  to  furnish 
the  service  directed.    Although  the  general  rule  is  that  mandamus  does 
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not  lie  to  regulate  the  affairs  of  unineorporated  associations,  sudi  rule 
does  not  prevent  the  use  of  the  writ  to  compel  the  performance  of  a 
duty  cast  by  the  law  Yq>on  public  service  associations.  Besides,  the 
statute  expressly  authorizes  the  use  by  the  attorney  general  of  any 
appropriate  writ  without  a  distinction  as  to  the  character  of  the  or- 
ganization of  the  telephone  company.  State  ex  rel.  Hilton  v.  Four  Lakes 
Teleph.  Co.  (Min^.)  P.U.K.1919B,  247  (S.  C.  141  Minn.  124,  169  N. 
W.  480). 

m.  Demurrer  to  retttm, 

9.  The  function  of  a  demurrer  to  a  return  to  an  alternative  writ 
of  mandamus  is  to  raise  a  question  of  law  as  to  the  right  of  the  relator 
on  the  pleadings  to  the  relief  sought.  All  the  allegations  of  fact  that 
are,  as  a  matter  of  pleadings,  sufficiently  averred  in  the  return,  are 
for  the  purposes  of  the  demurrer  admitted  to  be  true  as  averred.  State 
ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

10.  On  a  demurrer  to  a  returu  or  answer  in  mandamus  the  law 
applicable  to  the  facts  duly  stated  and  admitted  is  to  be  determined 
by  the  court;  and  the  essential  question,  when  properly  presented,  is 
whether  the  facts  thus  alleged  and  admitted  are  in  law  sufficient  as 
a  defense  to  the  writ.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  SO.  498). 

14.  Motions  to  strike  portions  of  a  return  to  an  alternative  writ  of 
mandamus  will  be  denied  when  the  averments  sought  to  be  stricken 
are  not  wholly  irrelevant  or  improper.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs. 
▼.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla. 
— ,  81  So.  498). 

MANITFACTURERS. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  purchase 
supply  of  coke  oven  gas  from  coke  manufacturers,  see  COMiOB- 
0IONS,  39. 

HAJnTTACTUBIirO  COMP>LHT« 

Selling  electricity  as  a  public  utility,  see  Pdbug  Utilities,  8. 

MARKET  VALUE. 

Market  value  of  securities  as  fair  value  for  rate  making,  see  Valu- 
ation, 39. 
Of  lands,  see  Valuation,  173-175,  179. 

MABTIAND. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  from  rental  of  street  cars  operating  in 
District  of  CJolumbia  and  Maryland,  see  Apportionment,  19. 

Validity  of  special  rate  statutes  in  Maryland,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  105. 

Change  in  interurban  railway  fare  forming  part  of  interstate  rate 
fixed  by  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  suspend  rates,  see  Rates,  100,  ' 
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Power  of  CommiBsion  to  require  street  railway  to  ieeue  excess  fare 

receipts  on  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates,  102. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maryland  statute  over  street 

railway  rates  in  Baltimore,  see  Rates,  119. 
Consideration  of  existing  contract  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  1S5. 
Rates  beyond  yalue  of  service  merely  for  maintenance  Of  credit,  sea 

Retubn,  166. 
Outstanding  bondage  indebtedness  as  minimum  fair  value  of  plant 

under  Maryland  statute,  see  Valuation,  38. 

1CA88ACHU8ETT8. 

Jurisdicticm  of  Commission  over  operation  of  jitneys,  see  Automo- 
biles, 1. 

Construction  of  statute  giving  municipality  Jurisdiction  over  jit- 
neys, see  AuTOMdBiLES,  3. 

Quorum  of  Commission,  \see  Commissions,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  smoking  on  elevated  and  subway 
trains,  see  Commissions,  49. 

Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Massachusetts  Commission 
over  railroad  rates  fixed  by  receiver,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
14. 

Opinion  of  justices  as  to  constitutionality  of  proposed  statute,  sec 
Coubts,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  procedure  as  to  alteration  of  cross- 
ing, see  Cbossinqs,  7. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of 
repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality 
or  street  railway  using  bridge,  see  Cbossings,  17. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  with  respect  to 
approval  of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  by  Boston  Consoli- 
dated Qas  Company,  see  Intebcorpobate  Relations,  6. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by 
Massachusetts  Commission,  see  Leases,  1. 

Competition  between  jitneys  and  street  railways  under  Massachu- 
setts statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  21,  22. 

Spur  tracks  as  railroads  under  Massachusetts  statute,  see  RaIKt 
roads,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  telephone  rates  as  affected  by 
Federal  control,  see  Rates,  43. 

Statutory  power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Rates, 
66. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  the  issuance  of  street  railway 
tickets,  see  Rates,  101. 

Application  of  "service  at  cost"  theory  to  gas  company,  see  "Rfc- 
lUBN,  257. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commis^on  and  Commissioner  of  corpo- 
rations over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  3. 

Authority  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  authorize  issuance  of 
bonds  by  Boston  A  Maine  Railroad,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  8. 

Physical  connection  of  electric  companies,  see  Sebvioe,  122. 
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Operation  of  one-man  cars,  see  Sebvice,  204. 

Validity  of  statute  proriding  for  taking  over  of  Boston  Elevated 

Railway,  see  Stbebt  Railways,  1. 
Effect  of  approval  of  Commissioner  of  corporations  of  issuance  of 

leourities,  see  VALXXATioir,  37. 

KATEBIAUB  AMD  SUPPLIES. 

Judicial  notice  of  high  cost  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  5L 
Not  to.be  considered  as  basis  for  computing  depreciation,  see  Ds- 

PBECLATION,   43. 

Rates  not  vary  witb  price  of  materials,  see  Rates,  202. 

Consideration  of  deferred  maintenance  because  of  high  cost  of  mate- 
rials, see  Retubn,  116. 

Uncertainty  as  to  future  cost  of  labor  and  materials  as  justifying 
temporary  rate,  see  Return,  132. 

Increased  inter  urban  railway  rates  to  meet  increased  cost  of  mate- 
rials, see  Retubn,  160. 

Limitation  to  fair  return  in  the  past  as  rendering  interurban  rail- 
way company  imable  to  meet  war  costs,  see  Retubn,  100. 

Consideration  of  emergency  relief  because  of  increased  cost,  see 
Return,  220-295. 

Consumers  not  to  be  required  to  pay  increased  cost  of  materials 
on  extensions,  see  Sebvice,  87. 

Excessive  allowance  on  cost  of  materials  as  an  overhead,  see  Valu- 
ation, 98. 

Consideration  of  materials  and  supplies  in  connection  with  work- 
ing capital,  see  Valuation,  181,  182,  184,  187-189,  197,  198. 

MAXIMUM  RATES. 

Maximum  rate  statute  as  confiscatory,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

12. 
Requiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of 

franchise,  see  Conshtutional  Law,  15. 
Sufficiency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximum 

rate  statute,  see  Pleading,  5. 
Power  of  court  to  authorize  judgm^it  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 

above  statutory  maximum  rates,  see  Rates,  20. 
Ohio  Commission  to  fix  single  maximum  rate  for  electric  service, 

see  Rates,  32.  ' 

Power  of  C<Mnmis8ion  to  increase  maximum  statutory  rates,  see 

Rates,  89-92. 
Statutory  maximum  rates  as  not  applicable  to  gas  sold  outside 

of  municipality,  see  Rates,  248. 
Determination  of  reasonableness  of  maximum  rate,  see  Rates,  262. 
Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where 

motive  power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  elec- 
tricity, see  Rates,  829. 

MXMOBIAIiS; 

As  evidence,  see  £!vii>encb,  0w 
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« 
MERCHAKDISE. 

Service  not  to  be  disoontinued  for  failure  to  pay  for,  see  Payment, 
16. 

MEBGEB. 

See  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and  Sale. 

BCE88AGE8. 

Same  rate  on  outgoing  as  on  incoming  meesages,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 73. 
Telephone  messages,  see  Telephones. 

METERS. 

Flat  rates  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimination,  33,  34. 

Power  of  gas  companies  under  Idaho  statute  to  remove  prepay- 
ment meters  without  consent  of  the  Commission,  see  1{ates. 
107. 

Consumer  not  to  be  charged  two  minimum  bills  although  he  has 
two  meters,  see  Rates,  208. 

Separate  minimum  charge  for  each  gas  meter,  see  Rates,  209. 

Consumers  discontinuing  service  to  save  minimum  charge  to  pay 
for  resetting  meter,  see  Rates,  210. 

Flat  rates  not  to  be  charged  in  connection  with  meter  service,  see 
Rates,  212. 

Illegality  of  meter  rentals  in  Missouri,  see  Rates,  213. 

Separate  meter  in  office  and  residence  where  both  are  on  same  lot, 
see  Rates,  217. 

Flat  or  metered  rate  for  electricity,  see  Rates,  234,  235. 

Installation  charge  for  electric  service,  see  Rates,  241-243. 

Prepayment  meter  rate  for  gas,  see  Rates,  252,  254. 

For  water,  see  Rates,  391-394. 

Rates  for  water  for  street  sprinkling,  see  Rates,  403. 

Municipal  plants  not  required  to  install  meters,  see  Sbbvice,  108. 

Ownership,  control  and  deposits,  see  Sebvice,  108-113. 

Rules  as  to  gas  service,  see  Service,  126. 

Method  of  reading  gas  meters,  see  Sebvice,  128,  129. 

Metering  water  for  fire  protection  service,  see  Sebvice,  242. 

Value  of,  as  basis  for  allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  see  Valu- 
ation. 85. 

Annotation  on  meters  and  service  connections,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  571 ; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  286. 

MEXICO. 

Power  of  Arizona  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  service  rendered  in 
Mexico,  see  Rates,  111. 

mOHIGAN. 

Review  of  Commission  orders  by  certiorari  under  Miebigan  atatate, 
see  Cebtiobabi,  4. 
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Power  of  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  set  aside  order 
of  Railroad  Commission,  see  Commissions,  11. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  right  of  railroad  company  to 
guarantee  bonds  of  another  company,  see  Commissions,  36. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  making  Commission  rate  order  bind- 
ing, see  CoNSTiTUTioN^kL  Law,  7. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates 
tor  intrastate  transportation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  with  reference  to  regulaton  of  serv- 
ice, see  Constitutional  Law,  90. 

Order  of  Michigan  Commission  setting  aside  prior  order  hot  to  be 
retroactive,  see  Rates,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  fourth  class  city  over  rates,  under  Michigan  stat- 
ute, see  Rates,  126. 

Construction  of  municipal  ordinance  relating  to  street  railways 
whose  franchises  have  expired,  seje  Rates,  326. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Michigan  statute  to  authorize  securi- 
ties for  proper  expenditures  already  made,  see  Secubity  Is- 
sues, 4. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court 
of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical 
connection  of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdic- 
tion, see  Service,  6. 

Control  of  Michigan  Commission  over  telephone  companies  as  com- 
mon carriers,  P.U.R.1919E  p.  46. 

mOHIGAN  CENTBAI.  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Discussion  of  evidence  held  not  to  show  that  the  guarantee  of 
certain  bonds  of  the  Toronto,  Hamilton  &  Buffalo  Railway  Company  by 
the  Michigan  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  Central 
Railway  Company  would  be  ultra  vires,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  27. 

lfII.EAGE. 

As' basis  of  interurban  railway  rates,  see  Discrimination,  6iL 
Blanket  rates  to  resorts  on  interurban  railway,  see  Disorihination, 

53. 
As  basis  of  telephone  rates,  see  Discrimination,  69,  70. 
As  basis  of  interurban  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  261,  269-272. 
Mileage  trip  ticket  on  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  280. 
Mileage  rate  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates,  378,  379. 

HULK. 

Discrimination  as  between  localities  in  rates  for  transporting  con- 
densed milk,  see  Discrimination,  31. 
Rates  for,  see  Rates,  303-306. 

khxing  m  trahsit. 

Milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Service,  180-182. 
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MIIXTA3L 

Interest  on  mill  tax  adjustments  not  considered  In  determining 
reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Retubn,  6. 

MnfOrUM  BIIiK 

Same  charge  for  single  as  for  several  openings,  see  Discrimikation, 

74. 
Right  to  charge  minimum  bill  in  addition  to  statutory  maximum 

amount,  see  Rates,  207. 
Consumer  n6t  to  be  charged  two  minimum  bills  although  he  has 

two  meters^  see  Rates,  208. 
Separate  minimum  charge  for  each  gas  meter,  see  Rates.  209. 
For  electricity,  see  Rates,  231-233. 

Reasonableness  of  minimum  bill  for  water,  see  Rates,  386-300. 
Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  carload 

weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  railroad  for  own 

ccmvenience,  see  Rates,  313. 
Consumers  discontinuing  service  to  save  minimum  charge  to  pay 

for  resetting  meter,  see  Rates,  210. 
Minimum  charge  based  upon  theory  that  each  consumer  should 

bear  equal  portion  of  constant  costs  as  unfair,  see  Rates,  211. 
In  connection  with  prepayment  gas  meters,  see  Rates,  262. 
Large  minimum  charge  for  large  consumption'  of  water  not  cod- 

,dncive  to  conservation  of  water,  see  Rates,  380. 
Single  minimum  charge  for  one  building,  see  Rates,  392. 

Annotation  on  minimum  bill  or  service  charge,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  882. 

MINIMUM  RATES. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  fix  minimum  rate,  see  Rates, 

109. 
Utility  required  to  increase  rates  to  equal  that  of  competitor,  see 

Rates,  16L 

MmiNO. 

Water  company  designed  solely  to  render  service  to  mining  inter- 
ests, as  a  public  utility,  see  Pubuc  Utilttibs,  28. 

Electric  company  supplying  mining  companies  with  power  as  pub- 
lie  utility,  see  Pxtblic  Utilities,  29. 

MI1I1IE80TA. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 
railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack,  as  denial  of  due  proc- 
ess, see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Judicial  functions  of  Commissions  under  Minnesota  statute,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  99. 

Telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Minnesota  statute,  see 
Public  Utilities,  12. 

Conflict  between  Minnesota  statute  relative  to  stations  and  munici- 
pal building  ordinances,  see  Sektigb,  162,  168; 
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Power  of  Supreme  Court  to  make  findingB  of  fact  on  appeal  from 
order  of  Public  Service  Commiasioii,  see  Asv^sll  and  Review, 
9. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not 
made  in  application  for  rehearing,  see  Afpral  aud  Bjeview,  35. 

Right  on  appeal  under  Missouri  statute  of  receivers  to  raise  point 
favorable  to  nonappealing  railroad,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 
88. 

Oertificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  telephone  plant  not 
granted  by  Missouri  Ckmimission  until  consent  of  local  author- 
ities has  been  obtained,  see  Cebtifioatbs  of  Convenience  and 
Necessity,  7. 

Szistenee  or  validity  of  franchise  or  permit  as  question  for  court 
rather  than  Commission,  see  Commissions,  25-27,  29, 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  physical  coimection 
of  telephones,  see  Commissions,  33. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  mutual  company  to  incorporate, 
see  Commissions,  43. 

Power  of  Commission  over  sale  of  utility  property,  see  Commis- 
sions, 47. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  utilities  in  city  of  St.  Louis,  see 
Commissions,  59. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  hold  motion  for  rehearing 
under  advisement  as  denial  of  due  proeees,  see  Constitu- 
tional Tx^w,  9. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  33,  44,  48,  62,  66,  78. 

Limitation  of  police  power  of  state  under  constitutional  pro- 
vision, see  Constitutional  Law,  48. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  fix  rates  as  judicial,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  98. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  erossing,  see  Cbossinos, 
13,  14. 

Provisions  of  statute  relative  to  apportionment  of  cost  of  crossing, 
see  Cbossinos,  24. 

Free   telephone   rates  as  discriminatory,   see  Discbimination,  4. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  |bc  intrastate  fares  of  street 
railway  operating  in  Missouri  and  Kansas,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  21. 

Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without 
consent  of  Missouri  Commission,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  prevent  du- 
plication of  service  by  telephone  company  organized  prior  to 
enactment  of  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  see  Monopoly 
AND  Competition,  6. 

Missouri  Commission  not  to  permit  competition  where  telephone 
company  is  rendering  adequate  service,  see  Monofolt  and 
Competition,  10. 
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Right  of  single  corporation  to  make  complaint  against  mimieipal 
plant  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Pabtiss,  7. 

Sufficiency  of  pleading  before  Conunission,  see  Pleadihg,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  municipal  plants,  see  Public 
Utilities,  10-11. 

Natural  gas  company  as  a  public  utility  under  Missouri  statute, 
see  Public  Utilitibs,  22. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  utility  although  it  may  not  have 
valid  franchise,  see  Public  Utilities,  39. 

Missouri  statute  as  contemplating  sale  of  electricity  for  public  use 
only,  see  Public  Utilities,  40. 

Sale  of  surplus  product  as  subjecting  company  to  jurisdiction  of 
Commission,  see  Public  Utilities,  43. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  not  limited  by  advertisements  of  util- 
ity, see  Rates,  29. 

Power  of  Commission  to  prescribe  telephone  toll  rates,  see  Rates, 
33. 

Power  of  Commission  over  rates  as  limited  by  Federal  control  of 
utility,  see  Rates,  53. 

Statutory  power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates, 
see  Rates,  69. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  fix  minimum  rates,  see  R</kTES, 
109. 

Ability  of  municipality  to  ]^y  rates  as  factor  to  be  considered 
in  determining  reasonableness,  see  Rates,  157. 

Policy  of  Missouri  with  reference  to  rate  contracts,  see  Rates, 
164. 

Illegality  of  contract  surcharge  to  rates  under  Missouri  statute, 
see  Rates,  198. 

Missouri  statute  as  not  requiring  schedule  to  provide  for  work 
done  on  consumers'  equipment,  see  Rates,  199. 

Illegality  of  meter  rentals  in  Missouri,  see  Rates,  213. 

Functions  in  respect  to  fixing  return,  see  Retubn,  22. 

Operation  of  one-man  cars  on  street  railways,  see  Retubn,  60. 

Construction  of  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  give  '^reasonable 
average  return,"  see  Retubn,  146. 

Power  of  Commission  over  service  as  limited  by  Federal  control 
of  railroads,  see  Sebvice,  13. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  require  physical 
connection  of  telephone  lines  under  Federal  control,  see  Sebv- 
ice, 16. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service,  see  Sebv- 
ice, 25,  32. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  courts  over  matters  of 
service,  see  Sebvice,  36. 

Construction  of  statute  giving  Commission  jurisdiction  over  station 
facilities,  see  Sebvice,  46. 

Right  of  railroad  to  abandon  branch  line  without  consent  of  Com- 
mission, see  Sebvice,  162. 
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Consent   of   Commission   for   removal   of   switchboard,   see   Telet 

PHONES,  1. 
Power  of  Commission  to  value  property  of  water  company  without 

considering    franchise    from    municipalities,    see    Valuation, 

2. 
Cc»nparison  of  values,  see  VALUATToir,  44. 
Working  capital  as  part  of  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  57. 
Allowance  for  adaptation   and  solidification   of  railroad  roadbed, 

see  Valuation,  121. 
Utility  considered  lis  a  going  concern,  see  Valuation,  210. 

MOHET. 

Requiring  use  of  tickets  or  tokens  to  secure  benefit  of  lower  rate 
as  presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  33. 

Power  of  state  to  raise  money  by  taxation  to  pay  deficit  of  state- 
managed  utility  without  violating  prohibition  against  use  of 
money  raised  by  taxation  for  private  purposes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  103. 

Payment  for  utility  service  to  be  in  cash,  see  Discrimination, 
91-93. 

Increased  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return 
in  war  time,  see  Return,  169,  170. 

Annotation  on  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
return,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  876. 

MONOPOLY  AND  COBCPETITION. 

J.  In  general,  1—4. 
II,  Juriftdictlon,  powers,  and  dtitiea  of  Commissions,  5— A. 
Ill,  Admission  of  competition  into  occupied  territory,  Q^^^, 
a.  In  general,  9-^13. 
ft.  Character  of  existing  service,  14—17, 
e.  Competition  by  different  Icinds  of  utilities,  18-^2, 

1,  Artificial  and  natural  gas,  18, 

2,  Jitneys  and  street  railways,  19—24, 

3,  Motor  stage  line  and  steam  railroads,  25, 

4,  Municipal  plant  and  private  plant,  20—32. 

I,  In  general. 

Retaining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  construc- 
tion of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 56. 

Creating  monopoly  in  use  of  highways,  see  Automobiijcs,  6. 

Establishment  of  automobile  stage  service  where  existing  taxicab  and 
livery  service  is  adequate,  see  Automobile,  8. 

Telephone  as  embraced  within  laws  forbidding  consolidation  of  compet-  - 
ing  telegraph  lines,  see  Consolidation,  Meroeb>  and  Sale,  9. 
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Requiring  telephone  company  to  furnish  long  distance  senrioe  to  patrons 
of  another  company  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  10. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  municipal  street  railway  not  tak- 
ing of  property  by  eminent  domain,  see  Eminent  Domain,  2. 

Competition  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rate?,  see  Rates,  159- 
162. 

Rates  of  competing  street  railway  raised  to  equal  those  of  railway  in 
need  of  greater  return,  see  Rates,  161,  162. 

Unnecessary  expenses  due  to  competition  as  an  operating  expense,  see 

Return,  104. 
^Utility  having  monopoly  to  make  proper  extensions,  see  Sebvice,  75-77. 

Duty  of  telephone  company  having  monopoly  to  encourage  use  of  tele- 
phone, see  Sebvice,  207. 

Possession  of  monopoly  given  by  franchise  not  to  be  considered  in  val- 
uation proceeding,  see  Valuation,  7. 

.Early  losses  due  to  competition  not  considered  as  in  fixing  going  value, 
see  Valuation,  221. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  competition  in  rate-making,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  25. 

Annotation  on  monopoly  and  competition,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  50; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  192. 

Discussion  of  priority  of  application  as  element  to  be  considered 
in  granting  certificate  of  convenience,  P.UJ1.1919D,  p.  164. 

Discussion  of  propriety  of  placing  competing  companies  under  a 
body  of  trustees  or  new  corporation  created  for  the  purpose,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  223. 

Discussion  of  evil  effect  of  duplication  of  telephone  utilities,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  224. 

1.  In  a  given  town  or  community  one  ownership  of  telephone  facili- 
ties can  and  does  furnish  at  lesser  cost  more  complete,  efficient,  au4 
satisfactory  service  than  is  possible  where  the  plant  and  facilities  are 
owned  and  maintained  by  more  than  one  operating  company.  Groton 
V.  Groton-Femey  Mut  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  894. 

2.  An  order  granting  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity 
to  a  stage  company  which  has  just  come  into  existence,  and  which 
has  spent  no  money  in  the  enterprise,  in  preference  to  a  grant  6f  such 
a  certificate  to  a  company  which  has  been  long  in  the  field,  and  which 
has  spent  large  sums  of  money  in  developing  its  business,  should  be 
set  aside  as  unreasonable  in  the  absence  of  a  finding  that  the  latter 
company  could  not  serve  the  public  as  efficiently  as  the  former.  Chicago 
Motor  Bus  Co.  v.  Chicago  Stage  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  157  (S.  C.  287 
lU.  320,  122  N.  E.  477). 

3.  A  street  railway  company  cannot,  under  the  Maine  statute,  be 
authorized  to  render  electric  service  to  a  consumer  in  territory  be- 
ing served  by  an  electric  company,  where  the  proceedings  were  founded 
upon  a  complaint  by  the  consumer  that  the  electric  company  refused 
to  render  service  to  him  except  at  an  exorbitant  rate.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Monmouth  Electric  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  405. 

4.  A  water  company  was  permitted  to  decrease  its  rates  20  per  cent 
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over  the  objection  of  a  competing  municipal  utility,  ^\here  it  was  not 
shown  that  the  propoeed  rates  would  be  unreasonably  low,  and  where 
it  appeared  that  it  was  the  company's  intention  to  supply  adequate 
service  and  keep  its  plant  up  to  a  standard  of  maximum  efficiency,  and 
that  the  company  by  a  policy  of  retrenchment  would  still  be  able  to 
make  more  than  its  operating  expenses  and  depreciation.  Re  Monidah 
Trust,  Water  Dept.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1919E,  633. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  patoerB,  and  duties  of  Commissions. 

Power  of  ^Nebraska  Commission  to  compel  consolidation  of  competing 
telephone   companies,   see   Consolidation*,   Mergiir,   and   Sale,   7. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  require  utility  having  monopoly  to  render  ade- 
quate service,  see  Sebice,  21. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  phy^al  connection  of  com- 
peting telephone  companies,   see   Sebvice:,   49. 

Power  of  Commission  to  restrict  competition  between  telephone  com- 
panies as  to  present  patrons,  see  Service,  52. 

5.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  the  power  and 
it  is  its  duty  .to  protect  a  utility  from  the  effect  of  an  unauthorized  and 
unlawful  invasion  of  its  territory  by  a  competing  company.  Patchogue 
Electric  Light  Co.  v.  North  Shore  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  426. 

6.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  prohibit  a 
telephone  company  from  paralleling  the  lines  of  another  company  where 
the  company  so  duplicating  the  service  was  organized  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  §  96  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law.  Missouri  Mut. 
IVIeph.  Co.  v.  Osage  County  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
080. 

7.  ITie  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  authority,  where  two  tele- 
plione  companies  were  lawfully  operating  in  the  same  territory  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  to  prevent  a 
patron  of  one  from  changing  to  the  other.  Bedford-Fulton  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Chapmans  Run  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  911. 

8.  Although  the  Idaho  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  mu- 
nicipality owned  utilities,  it  must,  nevertheless,  upon  an  application 
of  an  outside  company  to  serve  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  needing 
additional  service,  consider  which  of  the  proposed  sources  of  supply 
will  best  serve  the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  Re  Mackay  Light 
&  P.  Co.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1919E,  482. 

III.  Admission  of  competition  into  occupied  tei^itoi*y, 

a.  In  general. 

Statement  of  rule  in  respect  to  protection  of  utilities  against 
competition  while  furnishing  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates, 
P.U.R.1919D,  p.  921. 

Statement  of  elements  to  be  considered  upon  application  by  new 
companies  for  permission  to  enter  occupied  territory,  or  upon  applica- 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 16. 
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tions  by  existing  companies  for  permission  to  extend  service  into  such 
territory,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  302. 

9.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  may  be  granted  to  a 
competing  company  in  a  proper  case,  although  public  policy  favors 
regulation  rather  than  competition.  State  ex  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  At- 
kinson  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  343  (S.  C.  275  Mo.  325,  204  S.  W.  897). 

10.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Missouri  Commission  not  to  permit  the 
entrance  of  a  second  telephone  system  in  a  territory  already  occupied 
by  another  telephone  exchange  which  is  able  to  give  adequate  service. 
Re  Meyers  (Mo.)  P.U.R,1919F,  596. 

11.  A  Commission  should  not  authorize  the  entry  of  a  competing 
automobile  line  on  a  route  already  occupied  where  the  result  would 
be  ultimate  failure  of  both  the  existing  and  competing  lines.  Re  Blev* 
ins  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  58. 

12.  The  fact  that  It  may  sometimes  be  convenient  to  call  upon  « 
local  man  for  special  trips  does  not  justify  a  Commission  in  authoriz- 
ing him  to  compete  with  an  existing  automobile  stage  line,  in  a  terri- 
tory which  at  best  yields  only  comparatively  small  revenues  for  the 
existing  service.    Re  Lyman   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919B,  101. 

13.  Permission  should  not  be  granted  for  the  entry  of  a  new 
utility  into  occupied  territory,  where  the  municipal  franchise  attempts 
to  ccmfer  upon  the  new  company  the  right  to  use  the  property  of  the 
existing  company,  and  where  the  existence  of  two  companies  would 
mean  almost  immediate  bankruptcy  to  both.  Persbacker  v.  Callicocm 
Independent  Electric  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  672. 

.  h,  Clharacter  of  existing  service* 

14.  The  fact  that  an  auto  transportation  company  has  been  unable 
on  several  occasions  to  handle  all  traflSc  offered  is  not  sufficient  to  war- 
rant the  Commission  in  granting  an  application  permitting  competi- 
tion, where  it  is  shown  that  the  existing  company  ^as  taken  all  iK>S8ible 
steps  to  observe  the  rules  governing  automobile  stages,  particularly 
with  reference  to  overcrowding.  Re  A.  R.  G.  Bus  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  232. 

15.  A  competing  company  may  be  refused  permission  to  construct 
a  transmission  line  for  the  purpose  of-  supplying  a  distributing  com- 
pany at  a  time  when  the  country  is  attempting  to  conserve  capital 
expenditures,  although  the  company  occupying  the  field  had,  prior  to 
the  threatened  competition,  consistently  refused  to  take  on  the  load. 
Re  Spring  Valley  UtiUties  Co.  '(Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  347. 

16.  The  failure  of  the  owner  to  operate  an  automobile  stage  line,  al- 
though in  anticipation  of  entering  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States,  constitutes  an  abandonment  of  the  route  and  a  consequent  for- 
feitiure  of  the  right  to  operate,  where  the  operation  was  discontinued 
prior  to  the  call  to  the  colors,  at  a  time  when  the  owner  was  equipped 
and  so  situated  as  to  have  operated  the  line  had  he  so  desired.  Re  Pur- 
due (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  196. 

17.  In  passing  upon  an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience to  enter  occupied  territory,  the  Nevada  Commission  will  oon- 
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aider  the  conditions  existing  at  the  time  of  the  application^  and  not 
at  the  time  when  the  applicant  began  to  operate  illegally.  Be  Pearl 
(Nev.)  P.U.R.1919F,  299. 

c.  Competition  hy  different  Tdnda  of  utilities. 

X.  Artificial  and  natural  gaa. 

18.  The  question  whether  public  convenience  and  rocessity  require 
a  second  utility  in  a  city  does  not  arise  where  an  artificial  gas  company 
and  a  natural  gas  company  are  both  operating  in  the  same  city,  and  the 
natural  gas  company  merely  petitions  for  permission  to  abandon  its 
natural  gas  service,  and  to  manufacture  and  substitute  artificial  gas 
therefor.  Re  Citizens  Natural  Gas,  Oil  &  W.ater  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  362. 

2.  Jitneys  and  street  railways. 

Restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  not  creating  monopoly  for  street 
railways,  see  Constitutional  Law,  104. 

Discussion  of  the  effect  of  competition  between  jitneys  and  street 
railways,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  163. 

19.  Jitney  service,  while  it  may  supplement  or  destroy  that  of  the 
street  railway,  cannot  take  its  place.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co..  (Mass.") 
P.U.R.1919C,  900. 

20.  As  between  rival  systems  of  transportation,  such  as  street  rail- 
ways and  jitneys,  it  is  reasonable  and  proper  that  the  one  which  of 
itself  is  best  adapted  to  furnish  the  form  of  service  suited  to  urban 
conditions  should  survive.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  900. 

21.  The  policy  of  chapter  226  of  the  General  Acts  of  Massachusetts 
of  1918  is  to  permit  jitney  competition  with  street  railways,  subject  to 
such  rules  and  regulations  in  regard  to  operation  as  are  reasonable 
and  proper  in  the  case  of  a  common  carrier.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)    P.U.R.1919C,  900. 

22.  The  jitney,  if  regarded  in  the  terms  of  the  Massachusetts  statute 
(General  Acts  1918,  chap.  226)  as  a  common  carrier  affording  "a 
means  of  transportation  similar  to  that  afforded  by  a  street  railway," 
should  reasonably  enter  the  competitive  field  under  something  like 
equality  of  competitive  conditions.  Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  900. 

23.  Until  the  superiority  of  automobiles  to  street  railroads  has  been 
demonstrated  on  routes  not  already  served,  it  is  clearly  not  for  the 
public  good  to  allow  them  to  drive  street  railroads  out  of  busint^ss  and 
substitute  therefor  a  much  inferior  and  less  desirable  class  of  service. 
Re  Hurlick   (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919D,  936. 

24.  The  New  Hampshire  Public  Service  Commission  authorized  a 
company  to  operate  motor  vehicles  in  a  city,  although  such  operation 
would  necessarily  result  in  competition  with  an  existing  street  rail- 
way company  giving  as  good  service  as  it  could  give,  where  it  appeared 
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that  the  motor  vehicles  would  furnish  transportation  to  a  large  number 
of  people  who  could  not  patronize  the  street  railway  company  because 
of  the  circuitous  route  taken  by  its  tracks.  ^  Public  Auto  Asso. 
(N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  151. 

d.  Motor  stage  line  and  steam  raUroada, 

25.  A  certificate  of  public  convenience  will  be  granted  to  an  auto- 
stage  line  to  enter  into  competition  with  a  railroad  line  between  certaii| 
poiuti$  where  it  is  shown  that  the  service  rendered  by  the  railroad  com- 
pany is  unsatisfactory  and  unreliable.     Be  King  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919Ff 

4,  Municipal  plant  and  private  pUm$» 

26.  A  city  was  authorized  to  take  the  necessary  stepa  to  oonstruct 
or  acquire  a  municipal  electric  plant,  where  the  existing  utility  had 
for  a  considerable  time  been  rendering  inadequate  service.  Be  Lamar 
(Golo.)   P.U.R.1»19C,  309. 

27.  A  municipality  should  not  be  allowed  to  erect  a  utility  plant 
which  would  compete  with  a  private  plant  rendering  adequate  service, 
notwithstanding  an  ordinance  providing  that  the  granting  of  permis- 
sion to  the  private  company  to  occupy  the  streets  shall  not  prevent  the 
borough  from  installing  its  own  plant.  Be  Catasauqua -(Pa.)  P.U.B. 
1919C,  48. 

28.  Permission  should  not  be  granted  for  the  construction  of  a 
competing  municipal  utility  plant  until  the  existing  company  has  had 
due  notice  and  an  opportunity  to  comply  with  its  proper  duty.  Be 
J^ittapning  (|*a.)  P.UiK.lUlUF,  182. 

29.  A  municipality  should  not  be  granted  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
Xenience  and  necessity  to  enable  it  to  establish  a  competing  utility 
plant,  where  the  cost  of  the  service  would  have  to  be  taken  care  of  in 
prohibitive  rates  or  concealed  in  an  increased  burden  of  taxation.  He 
Scjienevus  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  735. 

30.  The  establishment  of  a  municipal  street  railway  paralleling  an 
existing  privately  owned  line  was  not  precluded  by  Cal.  Civ.  Code, 
§  499,  which,  as  it  stood  when  tlie  private  franchise  was  granted,  pro- 
vided that  "two  corporations  may  be  permitted  to  use  the  same  streets, 
each  paying  an  equal  portion  for  the  construction  of  the  track,  but  in 
no  case  must  two  railroad  corporations  occupy  and  use  the  stune  street 
or  track  for  a  distance  of  more  than  five  blocks,"  or  by  the  provision 
of  the  franchise  ordinance  that  the  city  may  grant  to  one  oiuer  cor- 
poration and  no  more  the  right  to  use  either  of  the  streets  embraced 
in  such  franchise  for  five  blocks  and  no  more,  after  the  forms  and 
conditions  specified  in  such  Code  section,  the  city  liaving  thereafter, 
by  the  amendment  of  April  24,  1911,  to  such  section,  and  by  Cal.  Const, 
art.  11,  §  19,  been  given  the  right  to  establish  and  operate  transporta- 
tion service.  United  Railroads  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
282  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  617,  63  L.  ed.  739,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  361). 

31.  Protection  against  municipal  competition  witliout  compensa- 
tion is  not  accorded  an  existing  privately  owned  street  railway  sys- 
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tern  by  a  provision  of  the  municipal  charter  requiring  the  city  to  con- 
sider offers  for  the  sale  of  existing  public  utilities  before  constructing 
new  ones.  United  Railroads  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  282 
(S.  C.  249  U.  S.  617,  63  L.  ed.  739,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  361). 

32.  An  electric  utility  was  authorized  to  senre  the  inhabitants  of 
a  city  owning  a  municipal  utility  furnishing  the  same  kind  of  service, 
where,  although  it  was  conceded  that  the  existing  service  was  in- 
adequate, it  appeared  that  the  cost  of  construction  of  a  transmission 
line  necessary  to  enable  the  mimicipal  utility  to  render  the'  service 
would  be  greater  than  the  cost  of  constructing  the  necessary  line  by 
the  private  company,  and  that  the  former  line  would  pass  through  a 
sparsely  and  the  latter  through  a  thickly  settled  territory.  Re  Mac- 
kay  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919E,  482. 

MOHORAII.* 

Certificate  authorizing  c^mstruction  of  electrio  railway  as  justify- 
ing construction  of  monorail  system,  see  CEBTuriOAixs  qf  Con- 
venience AND  Necessitt,  14,  16. 

MONTANA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings  in  limits  of  municipality, 
see  Cbossings,  8. 

MONTH. 

Monthly  irrigation  charge  varying  with  amount  ot  water  used^-  see 
Rates,  282. 

MORTGAGES. 

Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent 

on  net  earnings  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see  Rates, 

7. 
Execution  of,  generally,  see  Seoubftt  Issues. 
Right  of  utility  under  California  statute  to  mortgage  property  or 

issue  note  to  pay  operating  expenses,  see  Segi^bitt  Issues,  24. 
* 
MOTION. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not 

presented  to  trial  court  on  motion  for  new  trial  or  in  arrest, 

see  Appbai,  and  Review,  36. 
For  rehearing,  see  Reheiamno, 

MOTIVi:  POWER. 

Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where 
motive  power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  elec- 
tricity,  see  Rates,   329. 

MOTORMEN. 

Apportionment  of  motormen  expenses  of  interurban  railway,  see 
Afpobtionment,  13. 
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MOTORS. 

Validity  of  uniform  minimum  monthly  charge  for  power  users  re- 
gardless of  motor  ratings  or  connected  load,  see  Rates,  231. 

MOTOR  TON  MIIJ3. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment,  15. 

MOTOR  VEHICLES, 

See  Automobiles. 

MOVING  CHARGES. 

For  telephones,  see  Rates,  371,  372. 

MOVINO  PICTURES. 

Difference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  aleetrie  bills  of 
.  moving  picture  theater  as  discriminatory,  see  Disobimination, 
^     88. 

Blectric  rate  for  moving  picture  theaters  as  midway  between  light- 
ing and  power  rates,  see  Rates,  229. 

MUU5S. 

Application  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where 
motive  power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  elec- 
tricity, see  Rates,  329. 

MUHICIPAUTIES. 

See  also  Municipal  Plants. 

Order  set  aside  where  al>  parties  are  dissatisfied,  see  Appeal  akd 
Review,  6. 

Controversy  between  municipality  and  Commission  as  to  right  to 
regulate  rates  fixed  in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  ques- 
tion, see  Appeal  and  Review,  3^. 

Right  of  city  as  intervener  to  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 
53. 

City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  party  to  suit  in  equity 
by  railroad  against  Commission  to  review  rate  order,  se#  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  54. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  of  one  electric  plant  on  average  of 
entire  city  and  not  on  revenue  from  residence  rates  of  neigh- 
borhood of  plant,  see  Appobtionment,  1. 

Apportionment  as  between  two  localities  in  which  gas  company  is 
operating,  see  Apportionment,  4. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of  'water  company  as  between  different 
municipalities  served,  see  Apportionment,  26. 

Conflict  between  municipal  ordinance  regulating  jitneys  and  state 
highway  law,  see  Automobiles,  2. 

Construction  of  Massachusetts  statute  giving  municipalities  juris- 
diction over  jitneys,  see  Automobiles,  3. 

Necessity  of  certificate  of  convenience  in  Wisconsin  for  extension 
into  city  where  utility  is  already  operating  under  local  con- 
ient>  see  Cebtificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessitt^  3. 
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Certificate  of  conyenience  for  coBstruction  of  telephone  plant  not 
granted  bj  Missouri  Ck>nimis6ion  until  consent  of  local  au- 
thorities has  been  obtained,  see  Cebthioates  of  C^onyenienoe 
AND  Necessity,  7. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Oregon  statute  over  crossings 
affording  ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  cities,  see 
COMUCISSIONS,    21. 

Bight  of  utility  to  use  streets  as  question  for  court,  see  Commis- 
sions, 26. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  to 
street  paving,  see  Commissions,  30. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from 
paving,  sprinkling,  and  other  burdens  imposed  by  city,  see 
Commissions,  81. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  ar- 
tificial gas  plant  in  city,  see  Commissions,  43. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  'of  water 
company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  60. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see 
Commissions,  51. 

What  constitutes  "one-city  utility"  depriving  Kansas  Commission 
of  jurisdiction,  see  Commissions,  58. 

Right  of  municipality  to  attack  validity  of  statute  because  of  lack 
of  provision  relative  to  eligibility  of  Commission,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  2. 

Statutory  power  of  municipalities  to  r^^late  automobiles  as  not 
in  conflict  with  Texas  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
4. 

Ordinance  forbidding  operation  of  jitneys  within  specified  district 
in  city  as  taking  property  without  due  process,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  8. 

Bequiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of 
franchise,  see  Constitdtional  Law,  15. 

Hight  of  city  to  attack  validity  of  statute  imposing  special  duties 
on  utilities  other  than  railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  29. 

Franchise  right  to  5  cent  street  railway  fare  as  impaired  by  ordi- 
nance requiring  transfer,  see  Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  33-86. 

Bate  contracts  between  municipality  and  street  railway  as  fixing 
a  legislative  rate,  see  Constitutional  Law,  55. 

Exercise  of  proprietary  power  in  fixing  hydrant  rates,  see  Consti- 
tutional Law,  66. 

Power  of  Virginia  cities  to  make  binding  rate  contract,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  82. 

Delegation  of  rate-making  power  to  municipalities,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  92. 

Municipality  in  regulating  jitneys  not  exercising  legislative  power, 
aee  Constitutional  Law,  96. 
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Power  to  regulate  rates  under  Ohio  Constitution,  see  CoNSTirn- 
TioNAL  Law,  106. 

Effect  of  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  legislature  from  cre- 
ating municipal  debt  to  prevent  apportionment  bj  Commis- 
sion of  cost  of  grade  crossing  alteration,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  107. 

Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract  under  Ohio  laws, 

see  CONTBAOTS,  1. 

Power  of  city  to  question  jurisdiction  of  court  where  city  had  al- 
ready secured  partial  relief,  see  Courts,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Montana  Commission  over  crossings  within  limits 
of  municipality,  see  Cbossinos,  8. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of 
repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality 
or  street  railway  using  bridge,  see  Cbossinos,  17. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
^railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Cross- 
ings, 18. 

Elimination  of  free  hydrant  service,  see  Discrimination,  1. 

Free  service  or  reduced  rates  to  municipality  as  discriminatory,  see 
Discrimination,  11-18. 

Keduced  telephone  rates  to  city  but  not  to  county  as  discriminatory 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Discrimination,  15. 

Municipalities  not  to  be  required  to  pay  increased  rates  until  end  of 
budget  period,  see  Discrimination,  18. 

Discrimination  between,  see  Discrimination,  82. 

Increased  fares  on  street  railways  for  travel  outside  of  limits  of 
city,  see  Discrimination,  61. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  municipal  street  railway  not 
taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain,  see  Eh^inent  Domain, 
2. 

Municipal  franchises,  see  Franchises. 

Provision  for  giving  free  service  to  city  as  rendering  franchise 
invalid,  see  Franchises,  4.   . 

Restrictions  in  municipal  franchises  to  be  reasonable,  see  Fran- 
*  CHISES,  5,  6. 

Injimction  to  restrain  municipality  from  interfering  with  increase 
in  rates  x>f  utility  operating  without  a  franchise,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 8. 

Applicability  of  New  York  constitutional  provision  relative  to  mu- 
nicipal consent  to  street  railways,  to  interurban  railways,  see 
Interurban  Railways,  1. 

New  Jersey  statute  as  not  forbidding  inhabitants  of  one  city  from 
obtaining  water  from  another  city,  see  Municipal  Plants,  1. 

Inhabitants  of  one  city  obtaining  water  from  another  in  considera- 
ti<m  of  grant  of  right  of  way,  see  Municipal  Plants,  2,  3. 

Change  in  franchise  rates  in  proceedings  initiated  by  utility,  see 
Parties,  1. 

Consumer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates 
in  violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Parties,  3. 
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Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Pas- 
ties, 5. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  in  injunction  proceedings  against  in- 
creases in  rates  beyond  franchise  maximum,  see  Pabties,  6. 

City  and  present  owners  of  right  of  way  as  parties  to  suit  for 
mandamus  to  compel  railroad  to  restore  track,  see  Pasties,  15. 

Jurisdiction  of  Washington  Commission  to  proceed  with  rate  hear- 
ing on  its  own  motion,  see  Procedure,  4. 

Water  company  selling  at  wholesale  to  municipalities  only  as  pub- 
lic utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  46. 

Order  fixing  telephone  rate  as  "local  police  regulation"  within 
meaning  of  Ohio  Constitution,  see  Rates,  5. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio 
statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

Definiteness  of  municipal  ordinance  fixing  electric  rates  to  con- 
sumers, see  Rates,  9. 

Reserve  power  of  state  to  regulate  street  railway  rates  notwith- 
standing municipal  contract,  see  Rates,  13. 

Construction  of  New'  Jersey  Traction  Acts  with  reference  to  mu- 
nicipal rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  15. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  common  council  of  city 
to  appoint  certain  officers  to  collect  water  rents,  see  Rates,  27. 

Statutory  power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  or  fran- 
chise rates,  see  Rates,  63-88. 

Rate  agreements  made  subsequent  to  Commission  Law  subject  to 
provisions  thereof,  see  Rates,  73. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  not  limited  by  constitutional  pro- 
visions giving  city  power  to  frame  charter,  see  Rates,  80. 

Power  of  Nebraska  cities  of  second  class  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  82. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  readiness-to-serve 
charge,  notwithstanding  municipal  contract  rate,  see  Rates, 
108. 

Power  of  Conmiission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  to  fix  rates  for 
service  to  municipality,  see  Rates,  114. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  rates  for  service 
rendered  within  a  municipality,  see  Rates,  115. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  rates  for  service  in  municipalities, 
see  Rates,  116. 

Jurisdiction  over  rates,  see  Rates,  120-135. 

Jurisdiction  of  fourth  class  city  over  rates  under  Michigan  statute, 
see  Rates,  126. 

Power  of  Maine  municipality  to  ccmtract  for  water  for  fire  and 
municipal  purposes  as  implying  right  to  fix  rates  for  domestic 
consumers,  see  Rates,  128. 

Power  to  contract  for  water  for  municipal  and  fire  purposes  as  im- 
plying power  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  134. 

Difference  between  power  of  municipality  to  make  rate  contract 
binding  as  to  rates  charged  consumers,  and  as  to  rates  charged 
to  the  municipality  itself,  see  Rates,  135. 
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Ability  of  consumer  to  pay  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates, 

see  Rates,  157,  158. 
Municipal   rate   contract  as  affecting  allowance  of  increase,   see 

Rates,  166. 
Binding  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased 

costs,  see  Rates,  192. 
Statutory  maximum  rates  as  not  applicable  to  gas  sold  outside  of 

municipality,  see  Rates,  248. 
Construction  of  municipal  ordinance  relating  to  street  railways 

whose  franchises  have  expired,  see  Rates,  326.  • 

Right  to  object  to  withdrawal  of  free  transfers,  see  Rates,  344. 
Same  rates  for  all  telephone  subscribers  receiving  same  service  in 

city,  see  Rates,  376. 
Telephone  zones  not  to  be  limited  by  municipal  boundaries,  see 

Rates,  377. 
To  pay  for  all  service  rendered  by  water  company,  see  Rates,  382. 
Unreasonable  increase  in  rates  for  hydrant  rentals,  see  Rates,  399. 
Effect  of  refusal  of  municipality  to  pay  for  fire  protection,  see 

Rates,  401. 
Patrons  to  bear  only  fair  return  notwithstanding  contract  with 

municipality  as  to  division  of  income,  see  Retubn,  21. 
Citizens  to  bear  increased  cost  of  production  although  city  resells 

electricity  purchased  from  utility,  see  Retubn,  128. 
Street  railway  entitled  to  fair  return  although  occupying  highway 

without  a  franchise,  see  Return,  147. 
Entire  street  railway  system  to  be  treated  as  a  whole,  see  RsrxTBN, 

214,  215. 
Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  under  Indiana  statute  to  be 

only  temporary,  see  Retubn,  258. 
Right  of  water  company  to  render  service  outside  of  corporate 

limits,  see  Service,  4. 
Original   jurisdiction   of  municipality   over  extensions  of  service 

under  Indiana  statute,  see  Service,  24. 
Power  of  California  Commission  to  require  water  company  to  re- 
sume service  within  boundaries  of  San  Francisco,  see  Service, 

34. 
Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin   statute  to  require  upon  paving 

street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 

Service,  117. 
Conflict  between   Minnesota  statute  relative  to  station  and  ma* 

nicipal  building  ordinances,  see  Service,  162,  163. 
Municipal  ordinance  requiring  operation  of  street  cars  over  "every 

part"  of  the  tracks  as  not  requiring  operation  chi  sidetracks, 

spurs  and  loops,  see  Service,  188. 
Passage  of  paving  ordinance  as  justifying  abandonment  of  porticm 

of  street  railway  line,  see  Service,  199. 
Duty  of  utility  to  buy  fire  hydrants  from  municipality,  see  SiBVXCI^ 

243. 
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Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  value  property  of  water  utility 
without  determining  existence  of  franchise  from  city  to  use 
streets,  see  Valuation,  2. 

Ko  allowance  for  conducting  construction  in  addition  to  superin- 
tendence, although  municipal  ordinances  provide  therefor,  see 
Valuation,  86. 

Oonsideration  of  forfeit  by  street  railway  company  to  city  for 
failure  to  construct  interurban  line,  see 'Valuation,  123. 

Consideration  of  water  mains  owned  by  city  in  valuing  property  of 
water  company,  see  Valuation,  164. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates, 
P.U.R.1910B,  p.  622.  ^ 

Annotation  on  power  of  municipalities  over  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
623. 

Annotation  on  special  rates  to  municipalities  as  discriminatory, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  61. 

Discussion  of  power  of  a  city  to  require  a  street  railway  company 
operating  without  a  franchise  to  remove  its  tracks  from  streets,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  236. 

Discussion  of  whether  the  conditions  imposed  upon  a  street  railway 
company  for  the  occupation  of  streets  without  a  franchise  is  reasonable, 
is  for  judicial  inquiry,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  236. 

Discussion  as  to  effect  upon  rate  payers  of  rendering  free  service 
to  municipalities  and  charities,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  366. 

Discussion  of  right  of  power  of  city  to  contract  for  water  service 
without  submission  of  contract  to  vote,  P.U.R.1919C,  p    511. 

1.  The  Traction  Acts  of  1893  and  1896  (4  Comp.  Stat.  1910,  pp. 
5021,  5040)  do  not  expressly  authorize  municipalities  to  contract  with 
street  railway  companies.  The  power  is  implied  from  the  power  to 
grant  or  refuse  consent  to  a  location  of  tracks,  and  to  impose  lawful 
restrictions.  The  implication  of  power  ought  not  to  be  extended 
beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v. 
Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  489  (S.  C.  92  N.  J.  L.  168, 
—  A.L.R.  — ,  104  Atl.  218).  - 

MITNICIPAL  PLANT. 

7.  In  general,  1— d. 
II,  Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience,  4, 
III.  Municipal  acquisition  of  plant,  ^--ll, 

/.  In  general, 

6ee  also  Municipalities 

Accounting  by,  see  Accounting,  14. 

Retaining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  construc- 
tion of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 66. 

AMumption  that  town  owning  water  plant  has  received  revenues  suf- 
ficient to  take  care  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  5. 
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Depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  50.  • 

Right  of  municipal  plant  to  establish  resale  price  of  electricity  sold  to 

light  and  power  company,  see  Discrimination,  5. 
Cities  to  pay  reasonable  charge  for  fire  protection,  see  Discrimination, 

11. 
Electricity  not  to  be  furnished  to,  at  less  than  cost,  see  Discrimination, 

16. 
Special  rates  to  new  industries  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination, 

30. 
Decrease  in  rates  of  water  company  in  competition  with  municipal 

plant,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  4. 
Authorization  by  Idaho  Commission  of  competition  to  municipal  pl^nt 

although  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  latter,  see  Monopoly 

AND  Competition,  8. 
Competition  between  municipal  plants  and  public  utility,  see  Monopoly 

AND  Competition,  26-32. 
Construction  of,  not  authorized  until  existing  company  has  notice,  see 

Monopoly  and  Competition,  28. 
Permitting  municipal  plants  to  enter  territory  occupied  by  utility,  see 

Monopoly  and  Competition,  29. 
Right  to  establish  competing  municipal  street  railway  under  California 

statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  30,  31. 
Right  of  single  corporation  to  make  complaint  against  municipal  plant 

under  Missouri  statute,  see  Parties,  7. 
As   public  utility  under  the  jurisdiction   of  Commission,   see  Purlio 

Utilities,  9-11. 
Disapproval  of  provision  giving  municipal  plant  power  to  change  its 

rates,  see  Rates,  23. 
Power  of  Indiana  Conmiission  to  fix  salary  of  officer  of  municipal  plant, 

see  Rates,  27. 
Return  of  municipal  plant  under  war  conditions,  see  Return,  33,  34. 
Bond  interest  of  municipal  plant  to  be  provided  for  by  taxation,  see 

Return,  35. 
Taxes  on  municipal  plants  as  proper  charge  to  operation,  see  Return, 

36. 
Reasonableness  of  return  of,  see  Return,  37,  38,  40. 
Citizens  to  bear  increased  cost  of  production  although  city  resells  elec- 
tricity purchased  from  utility,  see  Return,  128. 
Power  of  Commission  under  New  Jersey  statute  to  require  utilities  and 

municipal  plants  to  maintain  standards  of  service,  see  Service,  23. 
Kot  required  to  install  meters,  see  Service,  108. 
Extension  of  service  of  municipal  water  plant,  see  Service,  240. 
No  allowance  for  overhead  expenses  in  absence  of  evidence,  see  Valua* 

TION,  107. 
Allowance  for  intangible  values  of,  see  Valuation,  200. 
Valuation  of  franchises  on  municipal  purchase,  see  Valuation,  232. 

Annotation    on    mxmicipal    plant,    P.U.R.1919A,    p.    189;    P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  463. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  municipal  plant,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 

748. 
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Annotation  on  rates  for  municipal  plant,  P.U.B.1919B,  p.  20; 
P.UJR.1919D,  670. 

Annotation  on  return  of  municipal  plant,  P.U.R.1010B,  p.  525. 

1.  Section  2  of  chapter  265  of  the  Laws  1907  does  not  forbid  the 
obtaining  of  water  by  an  inhabitant  of  a  municipality  from  another 
municipality  without  the  consent  of  the  first  mimicipality.  Kearny  v. 
Bayonne  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  696  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  Eq.  — ,  107  Atl.  169). 

2.  Under  article  32,  chapter  162,  of  the  Laws  of  1917,  a  munici- 
pality may,  as  consideration  for  the  grant  to  it  of  a  right  of  way  for 
its  pipe  lines  in  another  municipality,  agree  to  and  actually  fturnish 
water  to  the  owners  of  the  tract  through  which  the  pipe  line  runs, 
without  the  consent  of  the  other  municipality.  Such  a  contract  and 
such  a  furnishing  of  water  is  not  within  the  provisions  of  §  16  of  ar- 
ticle 32  of  chapter  152  of  the  Laws  of  1917,  nor  within  the  provisions  of 
chapter  265  of  the  Laws  of  1907.  Kearny  v.  Bayonne  (N.  J.)  P;U.R. 
1919E,  696   (8.  C.  —  N.  J.  Eq.  —,  107  Atl.  169). 

3.  A  contract  to  furnish  water  to  the  owners  of  a  tract  through 
which  a  right  of  way  for  a  pipe  line  is  obtained  in  another  municipality 
is  incidental  to  the  power  to  obtain  the  right  6f  way  and  to  enter' into 
any  agreements  necessary  for  the  purpose,  and  the  furnishing  of  water 
under  such  a  contract  is  not  doing  of  a  water  bujiness  within  tfce 
contemplation  of  §  16  of  article  32  of  chapter  152  of  the  Laws  of 
1917,  nor  the  provisions  of  chapter  265  of  the  Laws  of  1907.  Kearny 
V,  Bayonne  (N.  J.)  P.UJL1919E,  696  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  Eq.  —,107- Atl. 
169). 

17.  Necessity  f(>r  certificate  of  cwivenience, 

4.  Under  the  Colorado  statutes,  municipalities  cannot  begin  the 
construction  of  new  facilities,  plants,  or  systems  without  securing  a 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  from  the  Commission.  Farmers 
Electric  &  P.  Co.  v.  Ault  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  371. 

III.  Municipal  acquisition  of  plant. 
Valuation  for  purpose  of  municipal  acquisition,  see  Valuation,  45-52. 

Table  showing  factors  to  be  considered  in  determining  just  com- 
pensation upon  the  acquisition  of  utility  plants  by  municipalities, 
P.UJL1919F,  p.  420. 

Discussion  of  benefits  resulting  from  acquisition  of  plant  by 
municipality  rather  than  construction  of  competing  plant  under  pro- 
cedure provided  for  in  California  statute,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.*  449. 

6.  The  property  of  a  public  utility  operating  under  an  indetermi- 
nate permit  is  taken  by  a  city  at  the  time  of  the  notice  of  determination 
to  take,  and  not  at  the  time  the  certificate  of  compensation  is  filed;  the 
proceeding  being  one  in  eminent  domain,  and  not  by  way  of  purchase. 
Racine  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  571. 

6.  The  award  of  compensation  for  the  taking  by  a  municipality  of 
the  plant  of  a  public  utility  operating  under  an  indeterminate  permit 
must,  in  order  to  be  lawful,  be  fixed  as  of  the  date  when  the  notcee 
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of  the  exercise  of  the  right  to  acquire  such  property  is  given,  although 
possession  is  not  delivered  at  that  time.  Racine  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  671. 

7.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  does  not  lose  jurisdiction  of  a  pro- 
ceeding by  a  municipality  to  acquire  the  plant  of  a  public  utility,  by 
failure  to  certify  to  the  city  clerk  the  valuation  fixed  in  its  award, 
where,  before  the  reasonable  time  allowed  therefor  by  the  statute  has 
elapsed,  the  utility  company  begins  an  action  to  enjoin  the  Commis- 
sion from  issuing  the  certificate.  Racine  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  571. 

8.  A  proceeding  before  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  fix  the  just 
compensation  to  be  paid  upon  the  acquiring  by  a  town  of  a  public 
utility  is  not  invalidated  by  the  fact  that  the  form  of  ballot>used  at 
special  election  at  which  it  was  decided  to  purchase  the  plant  provided 
for  payment  by  means  of  mortgage  certificates,  no  such  limitation  as  to 
payment  being  provided  for  in  the  Public  Utilities  Act  under  which  the 
proceedings  purported  to  be  taken.    Re  Milton  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  583. 

9.  A  municipality  instituting  &  proceeding  to  acquire  a  public 
utility  was  held  not  to  have  unreasonably  delayed  the  payment  and 
tendering'  of  payment  in  accordance  with  the  award,  although  seventeen 
months  had  elapsed  since  the  award;  and  it  was  also  held  that  the 

'company  by  reason  of  its  own  act  was  estopped  from  pleading  unreason- 
able delay,  that  the  municipality  had  neither  waived  its  rights  nor 
abandoned  the  same,  and  that  the  Commission  had  complete  jurisdic- 
tion to  issue  the  certificate  under  §  1797m-82  of  the  Wisconsin  Stat- 
utes. Racine  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
913. 

10.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  utilities  and  municipalities  throughout 
the  entire  state  that  there  should  be  set  forth  as  clearly  as  possible 
the  principles  which  guide  and  determine  the  methods  which  are  fol- 
lowed by  the  California  Commission  in  determining  what  is  just  com- 
pensation upon  the  acquisition  of  utility  plants  by  municipalities.  Re 
Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

11.  In  determining  the  "full  and  perfect  equivalent"  for  the, prop- 
erty to  be  paid  by  a  municipality  upon  acquiring  a  utility  plant,  the 
present  value  of  the  property  is  to  be  determined  as  of  the  day  the 
petition  was  filed  with  the  Commission.  Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  415. 

HUTUAI.  COMPANT. 

Legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company  on  stockholders  as 
question  for  courts  rather  than  for  Conmiission,  see  Commis- 
sions, 42. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  incorporation,  see  Commissions, 
43. 

Right  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of  stock- 
holder to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

As  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  12>19. 
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Mutual  water  company  supplying  stockholders  only  in  aocordance 
with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  stat- 
ute, see  Public  Utilities,  18. 

Not  to  discriminate  as  between  patrons,  see  Discrimination,  86. 

HATUBAI.  GAS. 

See  also  Gas. 

Apportionment  of  natural  gas  transmission  mains  between  gas 
and  electric  departments,  see  Apfobtionment,  28. 

Bight  of  natural  gas  company  to  manufacture  artificial  gas  as 
question  for  the  courts  and  not  Commission,  see  Commissions, 
28. 

Power  of  Commissioii  to  r^ulate  service  of  natural  gas  produc- 
ing companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and 
distributing  companies,  see  Constitutional  Law,  87. 

I>iscrimination  in  service  for  natural  gas  company,  see  Discbiml- 
NATION,  80,  81. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  3. 

Transportation  of  natural  gas  as  interstate  conunerce,  see  Inter- 
state Commerce,  4,  6. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought 
from  another  state  by  means  of  pipe  line,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  19. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  natural  gas  producing  company  to 
render  adequate  service,  although  order  will  reduce  amount 
of  gas  for  exportation  without  state,  see  Interstate  C^iMMERcs, 
24. 

Bight  of  natural  gas  company  to  manufacture  gas  in  competition 
with  existing  company,  see  Monopolt  and  Competition,  18. 

Natural  gas  company  as  a  public  utility  under  Missouri  statute, 
see  Public  Utilitieb,  22. 

Use  of  facilities' of  another  company,  see  PuBUO  UTmnES,  03. 

Power  of  state  to  regulate  price  of  natural  gas  in  absence  of  Con- 
gressional action,  see  Rates,  59. 

Rates  charged  by  producing  to  distributing  company,  see  Rates, 
141. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates,  287-290. 

Reckless  expenditures  for  drilling  wells  not  chargeable  to  consum- 
ers, see  Rates,  289. 

Return  of  natural  gas  producing  and  distributing  company,  see 
Reti'bn,  23. 

Consideration  of  operating  expenses  of  gas  company  based  on  un- 
necessary use  of  oil  instead  of  natural  gas,  see  Return,  100. 

Amortization  of  natural  gas  property,  see  Return,  124. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of  natural  gas  company,  see  Return, 
317. 
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Duty  of  distributing  company  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of 
supply  of  producing  company  to  render  adequate  service,  see 
Service,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  to  limit  consumption  of  natural  gas  to  do- 
mestic consumers,  see  Service,  39,  40. 

Service. by  natural  gas  company,  see  Sebviob,  130-142. 

EflFect  of  failure  of  supply  upon  duty  of  company  to  render  service, 
see  Sebvice,  141,  142. 

Valuation  of  natural  gas  leases,  see  Valuatioi?,  235. 

Annotation  on  rate  of  depreciation  for  natural  gas  utility,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  170. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  natural  gas  company, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879. 

Annotation  on  service  of  natural  gas  company,  P.U.R.1910E,  p. 
289. 

Discussion  of  the  duties  and  diflSculties  of  natural  gas  companies 
during  severe  weather,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  279. 

NEBRASKA. 

Review  of  Commission  orders,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  11, 

Duty  of  Railway  Commissioner  to  give  official  bond,  see  Comios- 
aiONS,  2. 

Power  of  Nebraska  l^islature  over  functions  of  Commissions,  see 
Commissions,  8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  carriers,  see  Commis- 
sions, 61. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  consolidation  of  tele- 
phone companies,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  7. 

Provisions  relative  to  Nebraska  Commission  as  independent  part 
of  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 

Validity  of  Nebraska  stockyard  statute,  see  CoNSTiTxrnoNAL  Law, 
27. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  telephone  service  notwithstand- 
ing contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  88. 

Delegation  to  Nebraska  Commission  of  power  to  fix  rates  at  stock- 
yards, see  Constitutional  Law,  96. 

Power  of  Nebraska  cities  of  second  class  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  82. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  rates  of  telephones  operating  par- 
tially outside  of  municipalities,  see  Rates,  116. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  of  Omaha  and  Council  Blufir 
Street  Railway  Company,  see  Rates,  117. 

Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  affected 
by  Omaha  charter,  see  Rates,  118. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  to  jM'oduoe  a  reasonable 
return,  see  Retubn,  7. 

Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciatiofa  and 
maintenance,  see  Retubn,  355. 

General  duties  of  Nebraska  Commission  as  to  issuance  of  securi' 
ties,  see  Secubitiy  Issues,  6. 
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Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  cancelation  of  stock,  see 
Sbcubity  Issues,  9. 

Contributions  of  stockholders  as  obligations  under  Nebraska  stat- 
ute authorizing  issuance  of  stock,  see  SBCURmr  Issxtes,  19-22. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  requiring  adequate  service  bj  railroad, 
see  Sebviob,  145-147. 

HEOESSITT. 

See  generally  Public  Convrniknce  and  Nbcessitt. 
Certificates  of,  see  Cebtificates  of  Convenience  and  NBCBSsrnr. 
For  crossings,  see  Crossings. 

Of  relief  from  war  condition,  see  Return,  220-295. 
Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and 
necessity  of  railroad  station,  see  Sebvicb,  175. 

VEEDS* 

Consideration  of  investment  in  excess  of  present  needs,  see  Valu- 
ahon,  139-141. 

HEOLIOENCE. 

N^ligence  of  operator  in  making  report  as  to  toll  calls,  see  Serv- 
ice, 223. 

NET  EARNINGS. 

Depreciation  to  be  cared  for  before  earnings  may  be  called  net,  see 

Depreciation,  15. 
Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent 

on  net  earnings,  as  not  binding  Illinois  Comm'i»sion,  see  Rates, 

7. 
Interest  on  bonds  as  part  of,  see  Return,  349. 
Methods  of  determining  net  income,  see  Return,  851. 

NEVADA. 

Consideration  upon  application  for  invasion  of  occupied  territory 
of  conditions  at  time  of  application,  see  Monopoly  and  Compe- 
tition, 17. 

Power  of  Conunission  to  regulate,  telephone  rates  as  affected  by 
Federal  control,  see  Rates,  45,  46. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Return,  13. 

Power  of  Nevada  Conunission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees 
are  on  a  strike,  see  Service,  22. 

Telephones  and  telegraphs  as  subject  to  Nevada  statute  notwith- 
standing Federal  control,  see  Telephones,  2-4. 

NEW  BUSINESS. 

Apportionment  of  new  business  expense^  see  Appobtionmbnt,  32. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 16. 
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Duty  of  distributing  company  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of 
supply  of  producing  company  to  render  adequate  service,  see 
Service,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  to  limit  consumption  of  natural  gas  to  do- 
mestic consumers,  see  Service,  39,  40. 

Service  by  natural  gas  company,  see  Sebviob,  130-142. 

EflFect  of  failure  of  supply  upon  duty  of  company  to  render  service, 
see  Sebvice,  141,  142. 

Valuation  of  natural  gas  leases,  see  Valuation,  235. 

Annotation  on  rate  of  depreciation  for  natural  gas  utility,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  170. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  natural  gas  company, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879. 

Annotation  on  service  of  natural  gas  company,  P.U.R.1910E,  p. 
289. 

Discussion  of  the  duties  and  di£Sculties  of  natural  gas  companies 
during  severe  weather,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  279. 

NEBRASKA. 

Review  of  Commission  orders,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  11, 

Duty  of  Railway  Commissioner  to  give  official  bond,  see  CoMios- 
aiONS,  2. 

Power  of  Nebraska  l^islature  over  functions  of  Commissions,  see 
Commissions,  8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  carriers,  see  Commis- 
sions, 61. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  consolidation  of  tele- 
phone companies,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  7. 

Provisions  relative  to  Nebraska  Commission  as  independent  part 
of  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 

Validity  of  Nebraska  stockyard  statute,  see  CoNSTrrxmoNAL  Law, 
27. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  telephone  service  notwithstand- 
ing contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  88. 

Delegation  to  Nebraska  Commission  of  power  to  fix  rates  at  43tock- 
yards,  see  Constitutional  Law,  95. 

Power  of  Nebraska  cities  of  second  class  to  fix  rates,  see  Ratics,  82. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  rates  of  telephones  operating  par- 
tially outside  of  municipalities,  see  Rates,  116. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  of  Omaha  and  Council  Bluffr 
Street  Railway  Company,  see  Rates,  117. 

Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  affected 
by  Omaha  charter,  see  Rates,  118. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  to  jK'oduoe  a  reasonable 
return,  see  Return,  7. 

Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciatiofa  and 
maintenance,  see  Return,  355. 

General  duties  of  Nebraska  Commission  as  to  issuance  of  Becuri- 
ties,  see  Secubitiy  Issues,  6. 
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Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  cancelatioii  of  Btock,  see 
Secueity  Issues,  9. 

Contributions  of  stockholders  as  obligations  under  Nebraska  stat- 
ute authorizing  issuance  of  stock,  see  Secubtty  Issxtes,  19-22. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  requiring  adequate  service  by  railroad, 
see  Sebvios,  145-147. 

HEOESSITT. 

See  generally  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity. 
Certificates  of,  see  Cebtificates  of  Convenience  and  NBCBSsrnr. 
For  crossings,  see  Cbossings. 

Of  relief  from  war  condition,  see  Retubn,  220-295. 
Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  c(mvenience  and 
necessity  of  railroad  station,  see  Sebvicb,  175. 

VEEDS. 

Consideration  of  investment  in  excess  of  present  needs,  see  Valu- 
ation, 139-141. 

inBOLIOENCE. 

Negligence  of  operator  in  making  report  as  to  toll  calls,  see  Serv- 
ice, 223. 

NET  EARNINGS. 

Depreciation  to  be  cared  for  before  earnings  may  be  called  net,  see 

Depreciation,  15. 
Eflfect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dependent 

on  net  earnings,  as  not  binding  Illinois  CommVosion,  see  Rates, 

7. 
Interest  on  bonds  as  part  of,  see  Retubn,  349. 
Methods  of  determining  net  income,  see  Rettubn,  351. 

NEVADA. 

Consideration  upon  application  for  invasion  of  occupied  territory 
of  conditions  at  time  of  application,  see  Monopoly  and  Compe- 
tition, 17. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate*  telephone  rates  as  affected  by 
Federal  control,  see  Rates,  45,  46. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Retubn,  13. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees 
are  on  a  strike,  see  Sebvice,  22. 

Telephones  and  telegraphs  as  subject  to  Nevada  statute  notwith- 
standing Federal  control,  see  Telephones,  2-4. 

NEW  BUSINESS. 

Apportionment  of  new  business  expense^  see  Appobtionmsnt,  32. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 16. 
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HEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 

between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,,  see 

Commissions,  51. 
Necessity  of  foreign  corporation  applying  to  New  Hampshire  for 

authority  to  issue  securities,  see  Secxtritt  Issues,  12. 
Eight  of  utility  to  issue  securities  in  advance  of-  needs,  see  Secubi- 

TT  Issues,  29. 
Policy  of  Commission  with  reference  to  abandonment  of  street  rail* 

way  servce,  see  Sebvicb,  190. 

NEW  INDUSTRIES. 

Special  rate  to,  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimination,*  30. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  franchise  rates,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  34. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  6. 

Restrictions  in  municipal  franchises,  see  Fbanghises,  5,  6. 

Power  of  municipalities  to  contract  with  street  railways  under  New 
Jersey  Traction  Acts,  see  Municipalities,  1. 

New  Jersey  statute  as  not  forbidding  inhabitants  of  one  city  from 
obtaining  water  from  another  city,  see  Municipal  Plants,  1. 

Construction  of  New  Jersey  Traction  Acts  with  reference  to  munici- 
pal rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  15. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  as  affected  by  Federal  con- 
trol of  telephones,  see  Rates,  47. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  newly  established  rate,  see  Rates,  98. 

Zone  system  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  333. 

Necessity  for  valuation  under  New  Jersey  statute,  see  Retubn,  269. 

Emergency  relief  conditioned  on  adequate  service,  see  Retubn,  274. 

Power  of  Commission  under  New  Jersey  statute  to  require  utilities 
and  municipal  plants  to  maintain  standards  of  service,  see 
Sebviob,  23. 

NEW  SERVICE. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  schedule  for  new  service,  see  Rates,  99. 

NEWTRIAI^ 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not 
presented  to  trial  court  on  motion  for  new  trial  or  in  arrest, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  36. 

NEW  YORK. 

Uniform  system  of  accounts,  see  Accounting,  11-13. 

Operation  of  sight-seeing  automobile  as  operation  of  bus  line  un- 
der New  York  statute  requiring  consent  of  local  authorities, 
see  AuTOicoBiLBS,  22. 
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£Yidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  under  New  York  statute 
so  as  to  authorize  continued  operation  .without  procuring  con- 
sent of  Commission,  see  Certificates  of  Conveniencb  and 
Necessitt,  4. 

Field  of  operation  in  certificate  of  incorporation  filed  under  New 
York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  see  Certificates  of 
Inoobporation,  1-3. 

Amendment  to  certificate  of  incorporation  under  New  York  Stock 
Corporations  Law,  as  made  pursuant  to  Greneral  Corporations 
Law,  see  Certificates  of  IifcoRPORATioN,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Conimission  over  railroad  culverts  to  prevent  flood* 
ing  of  adjacent  property,  see  Commissions,  23. 

Power  of  Commission  to  revoke  franchises,  see  Commissions,  82. 

Power  of  New  York  Conunission  to  requir-*  gas  company  to  pur- 
chase supply  of  coke  oven  gaa  from  coke  manufacturers,  see 
Commissions,  39. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  33,  36,  37. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  service  notwith- 
standing franchise  provision,  see  Constitutional  Law,  89. 

Reduced  telephone  rates  to  city  but  not  to  county  as  discriminatory 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Discrimination,  15. 

Refusal  to  furnish  breakdown  service  as  discrimination,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 77. 

Giving  of  mispunched  and  nonusable  transfer  as  violating  New 
York  statute  imposing  penalty  for  failure  of  street  railway 
to  give  transfers,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  5. 
•  New  York  Commission  without  power  to  require  physical  connection 
of  railroads  giving  one  railroad  the  right  to  use  terminals  of 
the  other,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  4. 

Power  of  state  Commssion  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gaa  brought  from 
another  state  by  means  of  pipe  lines,  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 19. 

Applicability  of  constitutional  provision  relative  to  local  consent 
to  interurban  railways,  see  Interurban  Railways,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  prevent  unlawful  invasion  of  territory, 
see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  5, 

Proper  branch  of  court  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceed- 
ings under  New  York  statute,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Baggage  transfer  company  as  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities, 
20. 

Private  company  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer* 
tificate  of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
see  Public  Utilities,  36. 

Company  organized  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  private 
property  as  becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to  charter 
under  New  York  Stock  Corporation  Law,  see  Public  Utiuties, 
88. 
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Manufacture  and  sale  of  electricity  to  tenants  by  company  organ- 
ized under  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law  as  pub- 
lic service,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  50. 

Applicability  of  Full  Crew  Act  to  branch  line  of  railroad,  see  Rail- 
BOADS,  10. 

Reserve  power  of  state  to  regulate  street  railway  rates  notwith- 
standing municipal  contract,  see  Rates,  13. 

Power  of  legislature  to  change  street  railway  franchise  rates,  see 
Rates,  14. 

Power  of  court  to  authorize  judgment  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 
above  statutory  maximum  rates,  seetRATES,  20. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  winter  operation  of  railroads, 
see  Rates,  26. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  telephone  rates  notwithstanding 
Federal  control,  see  Rates,  48. 

Statutory  power  of  New  York  Commission  to  change  franchise 
rates,  see  Rates,  64,  68,  72,  76. 

Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regu- 
late rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

Rate  contracts  made  subsequent  to  Commission  Law  subject  to  pro- 
visions thereof,  see  Rates,  73. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates  where  municipality 
has  waived  its  right,  see  Rates,  85. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  statutory  maximum  rates,  see 
Rates,  90-92. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  utility  to  observe  unexpired  rate 
contracts  made  pursuant  to  prior  schedule,  see  Rates,  94. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  filing  of  rate  schedules,  •  see 
Rates,  97. 

Regulations  as  to  the  filing  of  rate  schedules  by  gas  companies,  see 
Rates,  247. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  commutation  rates,  see  Rates, 
276. 

Refusal  to  eliminate  readiness-to-serve  charge  for  natural  gas,  see 
Rates,  287. 

Computation  of  reasonable  average  return  under  New  York  statute, 
see  Return,  194. 

Power  of  Commission  over  management  of  railway  station  as  lim- 
ited by  Federal  control  of  railroads,  see  Service,  14. 

JuriBdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  authorize  abandonment 
of  branch  line  of  railroad,  see  Service,  .27. 

Power  of  Commission  to  limit  consumption  of  natural  gas  to  do- 
mestic consumers,  see  Service,  40. 

Authorization  discontinuance  of  railroad  for  specified  p?riod,  see 
Service,  153. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  ajrency  station 
because  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and  un- 
reasonably increased,  see  Service,  174. 
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Power  of  Commission  under  New  York  statute  to  compel  street 
railway  company  to  replace  track,  see  Sebviob,  187. 

Approval  by  Commission  of  abandonment  of  portion  of  street  rail- 
way, see  Sebvice,  193. 

Right  under  New  York  Railroad  Law  to  abandon  portion  of  line 
because  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Sebvicb,  194. 

NBW  YORK  CENTRAI.  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Discussion  of  evidence  held  not  to  show  that  the  guarantee  of 
certain  bonds  of  the  Toronto,  Hamilton  &  Buffalo  Railway  Company  by 
the  Michigan  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  Central 
Railway  Compcmy  would  be  ultra  vires,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  27. 

NOISES. 

Injury  from,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Dahaqbs,  4. 

NONOPERATINO  PROPERTY. 

Allowance  of  overhead  expenses  on,  see  Valuation,  103. 

NONPAYMENT. 

Discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment,  see  Payment,  12-18. 
Right  of   mutual   company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of 
stockholder  to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

NONPERFORMANCE. 

War  conditions  as  excuse  from  nonperformance  with  contract  fix- 
ing street  railway  rates,  see  Oontbacts,  2. 

NONSUBSCRIBER. 

Charge  to,  see  Rates,  366. 

NONXmUTY  BUSINESS. 

Accounting  for  nonutility  business,  see  Accounting,  5,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  nonutility  business  of  utility,  see 

Commissions,  38-41. 
Illinois  Commission  as  not  authorizing  issuance  of  securities  for 

nonutlity  business,  see  Secvbity  Issues,  26. 

NORTH  DAKOTA. 

Binding  effect  of  rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  191. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones, 

see  Service,  50,  51. 
Construction  of  North  Dakota  statutes  relative  to  establishment 

of  new  station,  see  Service,  167. 

NOTES. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubity  Issues. 

Demand  notes  not  issued  without  consent  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
sion, see  Sbcubttt  Issues,  10,  11. 
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iBSuance  of  bonds  to  refund  notes  issued  for  Liberty  bonds,  see 

Security  Issues,  18. 
Right  of  utility  under  California  statute  to  mortgage  property  or 

issue  note  to  pay  operating  expenses,  see  Security  Issues, 

24. 
Interest  rate  on,  see  Security  Issues,  35. 

NOTICE. 

Of  appeal  from  orders  of  Commission,  se^  Appea£  and  Hevikw, 
62. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  proceedings 
for  failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  a  report  as  affected  by  lade 
of  notice  of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fkkes  and  Penalties, 
4. 

Construction  of  mimicipal  plant  not  authorized  until  existing  com- 
pany has  notice,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  28. 

Patrons  having  actual  notice  of  proposed  increa^  in  rates  not 
entitled  to  complain  of  failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of 
Pennsylvania  statute  with  reference  to  posting,  see  Rates, 
203. 

Delaware  statute  requiring  hearing  before  granting  of  order  in- 
creasing rates,  see  Rates,  204. 

Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  than  statutory  notice  to  forestall 
ordinance  and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pending  appeal, 
see  Rates,  205., 

OBITER  DICTA. 

See  Doubts. 

OBJECTIONS. 

Effect  of  failure  of  consumers  to  object  to  increase  in  rates,  see 
Rates,  182. 

OBSOLESCENCE. 

Accounting  for  abandoned  property,  see  Accounting,  9. 

As  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Dbpbboiation,  7,  8. 

I/)sse8  due  to  reconstruction  of  buildings  or  sale  of  obsolescent 

property  to  be  charged  to  depreciation,  see  Depbbciation,  28. 
Amount  of  annual  depreciation  as  allowance  for  amortization  of 

obsolete*  steam   plant   chargeable   to   operation,    see   Retuen, 

120. 
Consideration  of  development  losses  or  obsolescent  property,  see 

Valuation,  150-158. 

OCCUPIED  TERRITORY. 

Entrance  into,  see  Monopoly  and  Comfetition. 

OFFICERS. 

Liability  of  public  officers  to  costs,  see  CoiciaasiONS,  !• 
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Effect  of  Btatement  by  officers  that  company  is  not  a  quasi  public 
eorporation,  made  for  purpose  of  extending  corporate  life,  see 
Estoppel,  2. 

Effect  of  declaration  of  officers  and  stockholders  that  company  is 
not  a  quasi  public  corporation,  made  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tending corporate  life,  see  Pubuo  Utilities,  35. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  conunon  council  of  city 
to  appoint  certain  officers  to  collect  water  rents,  see  Bates, 

Salaries  of,  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retubn,  56. 
Uncompensated  services  of,  as  obligation  for  which  stock  may  be 

issued,  see  Sbcubitt  Issues,  19,  22. 
Adequate  service  as  including  courtesy  of  employees  to  patrons* 

see  Service,  66,  67. 
Capitalization  of  unpaid  salaries,  see  Valuation,  132. 
Allowance  for  property  paid  for  out  of  earnings  due  to  imcom* 

pensated  services  of  officers,  see  Valuation,  161, 

OFFICES. 

Separate  meter  in  office  and  residence  where  both  are  on  same  lot, 
see  Rates,  217. 

OFFICIAL  BONDS. 

Duty  of  Commissioner  to  give  official  bond,  see  Commissions,  2, 

OHIO. 

Statutory  jurisdiction  of  Commissicm,  see  Commissions,  13. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  64,  81,  84,  86. 
Delegation  of  rate-making  power  to  Ohio  Commission  as  valid  ex- 
ercise of  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  97. 
Power  of  municipality  to  fix  rates  under  Ohio  Constitution,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  106. 
Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract  imder  Ohio  laws, 

see  Contracts,  1. 
Order   fixing  telephone  rate  as   "local   police   regulation"  within 

meaning  of  Ohio  constitution,  see  Rates,  5. 
Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio 

statute,  see  Rates,  8. 
Ohio  Commission  to  fix  single  maximum  rate  for  electric  service, 

see  Rates,  32. 
Delegated  power  of  Ohio  Commission  to  increase  franchise  rates, 

see  Rates,  86. 
Power  of  Commission  to  set  aside  order  entered  on  agreement,  see 

Rates,  95. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  readiness-to-serve 

charge,  notwithstanding  municipal' contract  rate,  see  Rates, 

108. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  rates  for  service 

rendered  within  a  municipality,  see  Rates,  115. 
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Jurisdiction  of  cities  to  fix  gas  and  electric  rates,  see  Rates,  120- 

122,  124. 
Power  of  municipality  to  make  binding  rate  contract,  see  Rates, 

133. 
Validity  of  rate  contract  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Rates,  189. 
Binding  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased 

costs,  see  Rates,  192. 
Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  than  statutory  notice  to  forestall 

ordinance  and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pendipg  appeal, 

see  Rates,  205. 
Telephone  moving  charges,  see  Rates,  371,  372. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities,  see  SsonRiTr 

Issues,  6. 
General  factors  to  be  considered  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Val- 
uation, 6,  7. 

OIK 

Use  of  oil -burning  locomotives  in  forest  reserve,  see  Raileoads,  7. 

Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as 
part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  32. 

Ck>nsideration  of  operating  expenses  of  gas  company  based  on  un- 
necessary use  of  oil  instead  of  natural  gas,  see  Retubn,  100. 

Pipe  lines  as  common  carriers  of,  see  Sebvics,  143. 

Annotation  on  questions  pertaining  to  oil  industry,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  734. 

OKLAHOMA* 

Judicial  powers  of  Commission,  see  Commissions,  7. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to 

report  construction  costs,  see  Commissions,  44. 
Resistance  to  Federal  encroachment,  see  Commissions,  56. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  telephone  company,  see  Commis- 
sions, 62,  63. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  orders  by  contempt  proceedings, 
see  Fines  and  Penalties,  1. 

Order  of  Postmaster  General  as  justifying  telephone  company  in 
violating  orders  of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Fines  and  Pen- 
alties, 2,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  contempt  proceedins^  for  failure 
to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of  notice  of 
letter  explaining  order,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  electric  rates,  see  Rates,  25. 

Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  rate  contract  between  telephone 
company  and  stockholders,  see  Rates,  93. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  discount  of  bills  because  of  inade- 
quate service,  see  Rates,  112,  113. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  station  facilities  on  railroads  M 
limited  by  Federal  control,  see  Service,  15. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  require  physical  connection  of  competing 

telephone  companies,  see  Service,  49. 
Physical  connection  of  telephone  imder  requiremenU  of  Oklahoma 

constitution,  see  Service,  236. 

Statement  as  to  the  composition  of  the  Oklahoma  Corporation  Com- 
mission and  the  qualification  of  the  members  thereof,  P.U.R.1919C,  p. 
261. 

OIJ>  PATRONS. 

Reduced  rates  to,  as  discriminatory,  see  DiscRmmATiON,  28. 

OMAHA. 

Power  of  city  of  Omaha  to  fix  street  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  117. 
Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  affected  by 
Omaha  charter,  see  Rates,  118. 

OMAHA  AND  COUNCIL  BLUFFS  STREET  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY. 

Jurisdiction  over  rates  of,  see  Rates,  117. 

OMISSIONS. 

Excess  earnings  to  meet  possible  omissions  in  estimates  of  operating 
expenses,  see  Return,  79. 

ONE-CITY  UTILITY. 

What  constitutes  "one-city  utility"  depriving  Kansas  Commission 
of  jurisdiction,  see  Commissions,  68. 

ONE-MAN  CARS. 

Operation  of  one-man  cars  on  street  railways,  see  Return,  50. 

Economy  of  operation  of,  see  Return,  295. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  street  railway  company  to 

operate  one-man  cars,  see  Service,  7. 
Operation  of,  on  street  railway,  see  Service,  204,  205. 

OPERATING  COm;iTIONS. 

To  be  considered  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  purchase,  see  Val- 
uation, 48. 

OPERATING  rXPENSE. 

Admission  of  evidence  of,  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  49. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  water  company,  see  Ap« 
portionment,  24. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  electric  and  hot  water  de- 
partments, see  Apportionment,  33. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  utility  operating  electric 
and  street  railway  plant,  see  AppoRnoNMEirr,  40. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  utility  operating  water  and 
electric  plants,  see  Apportionment,  42. 
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Effect  of  charging  depreciation  to  operating  expenses,  see  Depbb- 
CIATION,  10,  11. 

Greater  increase  in  operating  expenses  than  in  gross  revenue  as 
showing  need  of  greater  income,  see  Return,  1. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Return,  13. 

Consideration  of  operating  expenses  in  fixing  return,  see  RrrUBK, 
41-127. 

Street  railway  company  not  making  operating  expenses  as  entitled 
to  increase  in  rates,  see  Return,  135. 

Utility  entitled  to  earn  operating  expenses,  depreciation,  and  taxes, 
see  Retubn,  141. 

Street  railway  to  be  contented  to  earn  operating  expenses  daring 
war,  see  Retfurn,  231. 

Increase  in,  not  sufficient  to  justify  increase  in  rates,  see  Return, 
273. 

Rate  not  sufficient  to  pay,  as  confiscatory,  see  Return,  345. 

Bonds  not  to  be  issued  for  operating  expenses,  see  Sbcuritt  Is- 
sues, 23,  24. 

Discontinuance  of  service  because  of  inability  to  pay,  see  Service, 
94. 

Failure  to  earn  operating  expenses  as  ground  for  abandonment  of 
service,  see  Service,  192. 

No  allowance  for  overhead  charges  paid  for  out  of  operating  ex- 
penses, see  Valuation,  83. 

Property  sold  not  included  in  valuation  where  rental  thereof  is 
charged  to  operating  expenses,  see  Valuation,  127. 

No  allowance  for  leased  property  where  rental  has  been  charged 
to  operation,  see  Valuation,  241. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  operating  expenses  in  fixing  return, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  621;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  871;  P.U.R.1919P,  p.  130. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  depreciation  as  operating  expense  or 
part  of  return,  P.U.R1919P,  p.  167, 

OPERATING  REVENUES. 

What  constitutes,  see  Return,  26.  » 

Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as 
part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  32. 

OPERATION. 

Jurisdiction  of  Massachusetts  Commission  over  operation  of  auto- 
mobiles as  common  carriers,  see  Automobiles,  1. 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  compel  operation  of  railroad  by 
another  company,  see  Commissions,  18. 

California  rules  as  to  electrical  construction  and  operation,  see 
Elbctmoitt,  1. 

Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without 
consent  of  Missouri  Commission,  see  Mandaicus,  8. 

Effect  of  result  of  first  year's  operation  upon  right  of  utility  to 
relief,  see  Return,  145. 
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OPERATION  AT  A  LOSS. 

Denial  of  adequate  return  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  11-16. 

Requiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of 
franchise,  see  Constitdtioital  Law,  15. 

Increase  in  rates  where  utility  is  operating  at  a  loss,  see  RuruBir, 
134,  135. 

Rettirn  limited  by  value  of  service  although  operation  is  at  a  loss, 
see  Return,  169. 

As  constituting  an  emergency,  see  Return,  239. 

Utility  not  required  to  operate  at  a  loss  on  theory  that  it  must 
bear  part  of  war  burdens,  see  Return,  246. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  con- 
stituting confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Con- 
stitution, see  Return,  346. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  utility  operating  at  a  loss,  see  Service, 
93-103. 

Passenger  traffic  on  branch  line  not  to  be  discontinued  merely  be- 
cause it  is  unprofitable,  see  Service,  160. 

Right  imder  New  York  Railroad  Law  to  abandon  portion  of  line 
because  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Service,  194. 

Operation  of  portion  of  road  at  a  loss  where  return  as  a  whole  is 
satisfactory,  see  Service,  197. 

OPERATORS. 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip- 
ment nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  re- 
ceipts, see  Automobiles,  16. 

Duty  of  telephone  operators  to  listen  in  to  see  that  connection  has 
been  made,  see  Service,  219. 

Patron  and  not  operator  to  determine  emergency  nature  of  tele- 
phone call,  see  Service,  221. 

OPINION. 

Expression  of  opinion  as  to  constitutionality  of  proposed  statute, 
see  Courts,  4. 

OPINION  EVIDENCE. 

Consideration  of  opinion  of  experts,  see  Valuation,  42. 
Allowance  for  going  value  not  to  be  based  on  opinion  only,  see 
Valuation,  201. 

OPTIONAL  SERVICE. 

Discrimination  in  rendering  optional  service  by  electric  company, 

see  Discrimination,  7r>. 
Optional  service  to  dispose  of  surplus  product,  see  Rates,  219. 
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ORDERS. 

I.  In  general,  1^3. 
II,  Applicatifyn  of  principle  of  res  judicata,  4— P. 

/.  In  general. 

Effect  of  failure  of  utility  to  obey  accounting  orders,  see  AccouWTnfO^ 
2. 

Review  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving  Com- 
mission jurisdiction  over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  4. 

Certiorari  to  review  Commission  orders  as  direct  a]jpeal  to  supreme 
court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  8. 

Action  to  set  order  aside  as  trial  de  novo  under  Indiana  statute,  see- 
Appeal  and  Review,  10. 

Conclusiveness  of  orders  of  Commission,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  11-22. 

Conclusiveness  of  order  of  Commission  as  to  its  own  jurisdiction,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  22. 

Violation  of  company's  charter  not  at  issue  on  review  of  order  requiring 
'   continuation  of  operation,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  25. 

What  constitute  final  orders  subject  to  appeal  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  39. 

Stay  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review^  52. 

Finding  of  Commission  not  reviewed  by  common-law  certiorari,  see 
Certiobabi,  3. 

Review  of  Commission  orders  by  certiorari  under  Michigan  statute,  see 
Cebtiorabi,  4. 

Order  denying  rehearing  as  extending  life  of  certificate  of  convenience, 
see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  9-11. 

Florida  Commission  without  jurisdiction  to  issue  unreasonable  orders, 
see  Commissions,  10. 

Power  of  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  set  aside  order  of 
Railroad  Commission,  see  Commissions,  11. 

Statutory  power  of  Commission  to  enforce  orders,  see  Commissions,  12. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  of  selectmen  requiring  re- 
location of  street  railway  as  public  improvement,  see  Commissions, 
14. 

Orders  of  Commission  as  denying  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
6-26. 

Orders  relative  to  side  tracks  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  18-22. 

Jurisdiction  to  entertain  complaint  as  to  reasonableness  of  orders,  see 
Courts,  3. 

Reasonableness  of  orders  requiring  establishment  of  farm  crossings, 
see  Crossings,  29. 

Presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  orders  of  Commission,  see  E^- 
dence,  6,  7. 

Enforcement  of,  by  contempt  proceedings,  see  Fines  and  PENALTHtf  L. 
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Order  of  Postmaster  General  as  justifying  telephone  company  in  vio- 
lating orders  of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Fines  and  Penalties, 
2,3. 

Jurisdiction   of  Oklahoma  Commission  ov.er  csontempt  proceedings  for 
failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of  notice 
of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  4. 
Order   requiring   railroad   to   reroute   passenger    trains   as   burden  on 
interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  22. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  requiring  installation  of  interlocking  do- 
vice  at  railroad  crossing,  see  Mandamus,  4. 

Enforcement  of  unreasonable  orders  by  mandamus,  see  Mandamus,  5,  6. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  directing  street  railway  companies  to  pro- 
vide necessary  equipment,  see  Mandamus,  7. 

As  to  orders  of  Commission,  see  Orders. 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Parties, 
5. 

Right  of  patrons  and  Commission  to  enforce  orders  under  Indiana  stat- 
ute, see  Parties,  9. 

Demurrer  to  petition  for  penalty  because  of  failure  of  telephone  com- 
pany to  obey  order  as  to  physical  connection,  see  Pleading,  6. 

Proper  branch  of  court  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceedings 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Commission  rate  order  limited  by  subsequent  statute,  see  Rates,  4. 

Orders  of  Michigan  Commission  setting  aside  prior  order  not  to  be 
retroactive,  see  Rates,  6. 

Power  of  Ohio  Commission  to  set  aside  order  entered  on  agreement,  see 
Rates,  95. 

Order  not  superseded  by  filing  of  new  rate  schedule  under  Indiana 
statute,  see  Rates,  194. 

Necessity  for  filing  charge  for  change  of  name  in  telephone  directory 
altliough  ordered  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  201. 

Delaware  statute  'requiring  hearing  before  granting  of  order  increasing 
rates,  see  Rates,  204. 

Construction  of  Iowa  joint  rate  order,  see  Rates,  300. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission's  order  requiring  construction  of  depot 
buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  see  Service,  169-172. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  maintenance  of  agent  at 
station  although  not  required  by  Texas  statute,  see  Service,  173. 

Order  of  selectmen  requiring  relocating  of  tracks  of  street  railway  not 
to  be  set  aside  by  Commission  because  of  cost,  see  Street  Railways, 
2. 

"Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within  pro. 
vision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  pot  order  relocation 
of  tracks  except  for  purposes  of  public  improvement,  see  Street 
Railways,  3. 

Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  con- 
struction of  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not  re- 
versible error,  see  Trial,  2. 
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1.  No  issue  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  Commission  order  arises 
where  the  CJommission,  in  directing  the  erection  of  a  depot,  merely 
requires  the  railroad  company  to  perform  a  statutory  duty.  Angelina 
&  N.  River  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Tex.)  P  U.R,1919E,  464 
(S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  703). 

2.  The  Missouri  Commission,  dn  issuing  an  order  authorizing  aa  in- 
crease in  utility  rates,  refused  to  insert  a  provision  designed  to  pro- 
tect the  company's  property  against  foreclosure  proceedings  by  bond- 
holders.   Re  Saline  Water  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  751. 

■  3.  An  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  company  to 
obey  an  order  of  a  prior  Commission,  made  without  evidence  as  to  the 
reasonableness  and  fairness  of  such  order  under  existing  conditions, 
cannot  be  construed  as  an  original  order.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Com- 
mission ex  rel.  Atwood-Davis  Sand  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.) ' 
P.U.R.1919B,  963  (S.  C.  286  111.  53,  121  N.  E.  260). 

II,  Application  of  )^nciple  of  res  judicata, 

4.  The  rule  of  rea  judicata  does  not  apply  to  a  Commission's 
validation  of  utility  property,  since  this  would  preclude  review  or 
correction  of  errors.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
448. 

6.  Orders  made  by  the  Railroad  Commissioners  within  their  statu- 
tory authority  are,  as  a  matter  of  organic  law,  not  conclusive.  If 
such  an  order  is  made  without  a  legally  sufficient  evidentiary  basis  to 
support  it,  the  order  is  not  enforceable.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Conu*s. 
V.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R,  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S,  C.  —  Fla. 
— ,  81  So.  498). 

6.  When  it  does  not  clearly  appear  that  an  order  of  the  Railroad 
Commissioners  is  unreasonable  as  to  the  nature  or  extent  of  the 
facilities  required,  or  as  to  the  expense  involved,  and  the  order  is 
otherwise  valid,  it  will  be  enforced,  and  doubts,  if  any,  will  be  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  order.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

7.  An  order  of  a  Commission  that  a  trunk  line  connection  between 
telephone  companies  be  restored  is  not  rea  judicata  in  a  subsequent 
proceeding  asking  that  the  connection  be  severed,  where  the  original 
order  requiring  the  restoration  of  the  connection  was  based  wholly 
upon  the  fact  that  the  severance  had  been  made  without  the  permission 
of  the  Commission.  Blackledge  v.  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)   P.U.R.1919D,  211. 

8.  A  finding  by  a  Commission  that  a  gas  plant  is  reasonably  suitable 
to  its  purpose  is  not  binding  in  a  subsequent  proceeding  where  six 
years  have  passed,  the  company  has  been  overcome  by  bankruptcy, 
and  the  present  owner  admits  that  the  plant  cannot  continue  on  an 
economically  sound  basis  as  it  is  being  conducted.  Buck  v.  Judge 
(N.  Y.)  P,U.R.1919F,  458. 

9.  In  authorizing^  the  sale  of  a  telephone  exchange  and  system  to  a 
telephone  company  operating  in  the  same  city,  the  companies  having 
agreed  upon  the  kind  of  securities  that  should  be  exclianpred  therefor, 
the  amount  to  be  determined  by  appraisal,  and  having  agreed  upon  a 
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method  by  which  the  sale  value  should  be  fixed,  the  Indiana  Com- 
mission refused  to  be  bound  by  the  value  so  found  in  determining  the 
amount  or  character  of  the  securities  to  be  authorized  in  consummating 
such  consolidation,  or  to  make  or  approve  any  recommendations  regard- 
ing the  expense  of  ascertaining  such  value.  Re  Citizens  Independent 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P,U.R,1919C,  458. 

ORDINANCES. 

Municipal  ordinances,  see  Muxicipalittes. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio 
statute,  see  Rates,  8. 

Definiteness  of  municipal  ordinance  fixing  electric  rates  to  con- 
sumers, see  Rates,  9. 

Passage  of  paving  ordinance  as  justifying  abandonment  of  portion 
of  street  railway  line,  see  Sebvice,  199. 

OREGON. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Oregon  statute  over  crossings 

affording  ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  cities, 'see 

Commissions,  21. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  CoNSTrrimoN- 

AL  Law,  41. 
Power  of  Conunission  to  require  indemnity  bonds  against  accidents 

at  crossing,  see  Crossings,  19. 
Sufficiency  of  pleading  in  proceeding  for  increase  in  telephone  rates, 

see  Pleading,  8. 
Water  oompany  as  public  utility  imder  Oregon  statute,  see  Public 

Utilities,  6. 
Rural  telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Oregon  statute, 

see  Public  Utilities,  7. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  notwithstanding  Federal 

control  of  telephones,  see  Rates,  49. 
Statutory  power   of   Commission   to  change   franchise   rates,    see 

Rates,  65. 
Increase  in  interurban   railway  rates  sufficient  only  to  meet  in- 
creased cost  of  labor  and  material,  see  Return,  160. 

ORGANIZATION  EXPENSES. 

Consideration  of  organization  expenses  in  valuation  proceeding, 
see  Valuation,  87. 

ORIGINAL  COST. 

As  basis  for  computing  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  16. 

Invested  capital  rather  than  securities  issued  as  basis  of  return, 
see  Return,  19. 

Consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  fair  value  or  rate  base,  see  Valu- 
ation, 9,  11,  13,  15-20. 

Earnings  invested  in  plant  as  part  of  original  cost,  see  Valua- 
tion, 169. 

Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  54-57* 
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Consideration  of  original  cost,  present  value  and  value  of  adjacent 
property  in  determining  value  of  land  for  rate  making,  see 
Valuation,  173. 

ORIGINAL  JURISDICTION. 

Of  West  Virginia  supreme  court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  26. 

Injunction  against  enforcement  of  street  railway  franchise  rates 
as  presenting  Federal  question  sustaining  original  jurisdic- 
tion of  Federal  courts,  see  Coubts,  6. 

ORIGINAL  ORDERS. 

Order  enforcing  order  of  prior  Commission  as  original  order.  Bee 
Oroebs,  3. 

ORIGINAL  PACKAGE. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1W9D,  p.  337. 

OTHER-LINB  CHARGE. 

Jmposing  "other-line  charge"  on  all  toll  messages  regardleM  of 
distance,  see  Discbimination,  65. 

OUTGOING. 

Same  rate  on  outgoing  as  incoming  telephone  message,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 73. 

OUT-OF-POCKET  COSTS. 

Necessity  of  valuation  where  earnings  are  not  sufficient  to  pay,  see 
Return,  261. 

OUTPUT. 

Apportionment  of  output  expenses  of  electric  company,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 3. 

As  element  to  be  considered  in  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment, 
39. 

OVERCHARGES. 

Refund  of,  see  Reparation. 

OVERHEAD  EXPENSES. 

Depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  30. 

CJon  si  deration  of,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  81-109, 

Annotation   on   consideration   of  overhead   expenses,   P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  423;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  215. 

OVERTIBfE. 

Charge  for  overtime  conversations  over  telephones,  see  Service,  220. 

OWNERS. 

Arizona  rules  regulatinfr  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriert, 
see  Automobiles,  15. 
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Damages  to  owner  of  adjacent  property  from  change. of  crossing, 

see  GB088INQS,  30. 
Special  rates  to  owners  of  equivalent  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 

CRIHINATION,  24-27. 

Telephone  company   to  pay  rental  to  owners  of  equipment,   see 

Discbiminahon,  26,  27. 
City  and  present  owners  of  right  of  way  as  parties  to  suit  for 

mandamus  to  compel  railroad  to  restore  track,  see  Pasties,  16. 
Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate 

given   as  consideration   for  easement  over   private  land,  see 

Procedure,  9. 
Of  property,  see  Propertt. 

Cost  to  present  owner  as  basis  of  return,  see  Retturx,  15. 
Owner  acting  as  manager  of  property  to  be  allowed  salary,  see 

Return,  60. 
Two  utilities  under  one  ownership  to  be  considered  as  a  whole,  see 

Return,  276. 
Of  meters,  service  connections,  and  service  accessories,  see  Service, 

108-118. 
Cost  to  present  owner  as  measure  of  fair  value,  see  Valuation, 

28-31. 
Of  property,  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valua- 
tion, 164-169. 

Annotation  on  special  rates  to  owners  of  equipment  as  discrimina- 
tory, P.U.R.1919E,  p.  62. 

PARAIXEI.. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

PARENT  COMPANIES. 

Accounting  between  parent  and  subsidiary  companies,  see  Intcb- 

corpoeate  Relations,  5. 
Payments  by  subsidiary  to  parent  company,  see  Return,  80. 
Telephone  license  contract  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return, 

81. 

Annotation  on  payments  to  parent  or  holding  companies  as  an 
operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  131. 

PARK  COMMISSIONERS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  orders  of,  see  Com 
MISSIONS,  15. 

PARKS. 

Taxes  on  park  operated  in  connection  with  street  railway  not 
chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retuhx,  63. 

Revenues  and  expenses  of  park  operated  in  connection  with  rail- 
way not  included  in  railway  revenues  and  expenses,  see  Re- 
turn, 137. 

Park  property  as  nonoperating  property,  see  Valuation,  145. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 17. 
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PARTIES. 

I.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  complainant,   l'~10» 
II,  Necessary  and  proper  parties  defendant,  ll'~16. 

On  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  52-55. 
Right  of  intervenor  to  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  53. 
Neci  ssity  of  filing  increased  rate  schedule  by  both  parties  to  rate  con- 
tracts, see  Rates,  196. 

Genera]  nile  as  to  parties  in  actions  of  equitable  cognizance,  P.U.B. 
1919E,  p.  440. 

I.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  complainant. 

City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  party  to  suit  in  equity 
by  railroad  against  Commission  to  review  rate  order,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  54. 

To  complaint  for  construction  of  crossing,  see  Cbossings,  14. 

Right  of  municipality  to  object  to  withdrawal  of  free  transfer,  see 
Rates,  344.  ^ 

To  proceedings  for  reparation,  see  Repabation,  9. 

1.  The  Maine  Commission  may  exercise  its  power  to  alter  franchise 
rates,  although  the  proceeding  was  initiated  by  the  utility.  Re  Lincoln 
Water  Co.    (Me.)    P.U.R.101J)B,  752. 

2.  A  public  utility,  as  well  as  an  individual,  may  complain  of  a 
rate  under  the  Delaware  statute  creating  a  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  for  the  city  of  Wilmington.  Robertson  v.  Wilmington 
&  P.  Traction  Co.  (Del.)  P.U.R.1919B,  129  (S.  C.  —  DeL  — ,  104 
Alt.  839). 

3.  Consumers  are  proper  parties  to  file  protests  against  an  increase 
in  rates  which  increase  is  alleged  to  be  in  violation  of  municipal  fran- 
chise ordinances.  Spencer  v.  Waver ly,  S.  &  A.  Traction  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  659. 

4.  A  patron  of  a  ferry  has  such  an  interest  in  a  proceeding  to 
increase  the  rates  of  ferriage  thereat  as  gives  him  the  right  to  challenge 
by  appropriate  proceeding  the  jurisdiction  and  authority  of  the  tribunal 
attempting  to  increase  such  rates.  Huntington  Chamber  of  Com 
merce  v..  Public  Service  Commission,  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  96S 
(S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  285). 

0.  A  citizen  of  a  city  who  is  the  owner  of  real  estate  therein  may 
prosecute  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  an  order  of  a  Public  Utility 
Commission  increasing  fares  of  a  street  railway.  O'Brien  v.'  Board  of 
Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  865  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  L.  — , 
105  Atl.  132). 

6.  A  municipality  which  is  a  customer  of  a  public  utility  has 
suificient  interest  to  maintain  a  suit  to  enjoin  a  proposed  increase  in 
rates  beyond  the  maximiun  fixed  by  ordinance.  Williams  v.  Iowa  Falls 
Electric  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919C,  501  (8.  0.  —  Iowa,  — ,  170  N.  W. 
815). 
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7.  A  ccmiplaiiit  against  a  municipally  owned  utility  may  be  made 
by  a  single  corporation  under  §  107  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Act.  United  States  Cooperage  Co.  v.  Maiden  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  49. 

8.  Upon  overruling  a  motion  to  dismiss  a  complaint  as  to  freight 
rates  for  a  wholly  intrastate  transportation  of  coal  and  coke,  which 
did  not  affect  the  transportation  of  troops,  war  materials,  or  supplies, 
or  the  issuance  of  stocks  and  bonds,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission 
directed  that  notice  for  further  hearing  in  the  proceeding  should  be 
6er\'ed  upon  the  operating  officials  of  the  defendant  company,  rather 
than  upon  the  Director  Greneral,  as  he  was  no  party  to  the  proceed- 
ings. Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  v.  Monongahela  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
625. 

9.  The  fact  that  a  Commission  may,  under  the  Indiana  Statutes 
of  1905  and  1907  enforce  its  orders,  and  that  the  duty  of  so  doing  is 
imposed  upon  it  by  such  statutes,  does  not  prevent  a  shipper  from 
maintaining  an  action  for  a  mandatory  injunction  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  a  Commission  order,  where  there  is  nothing  in  the  statutes 
to  indicate  that  the  remedies  provided  therein  are  exclusive.  Vandalia 
R.  Co.  V.  Schnull  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  637  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122 
X.  E.  225). 

10.  Before  one  may  be  heard  to  Htrike  down  state  legislation  upon 
the  ground  of  its  repugnancy  to  the  Federal  Constitution,  he  must 
bring  himself  within  the  class  affected  by  the  unconstitutional  feature. 
Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  517,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237).' 

II,  Necessary  and  proper  parties  defendant. 

Immunity  of  United  States  from  suit  as  affecting  state  control  of  intra- 
state rates  under  Federal  control  act,  see  Rates,  54-56. 

11.  The  Director  General  of  Railroads  of  the  United  States  is  not 
a  necessary  party  to  an  application  for  an  order  requiring  a  railroad 
under  Federal  control  to  construct  a  sidetrack  to  a  manufacturing 
establishment,  since  the  regulation  of  sidetracks  is  an  exercise  of  the 
police  power  of  the  state  reserved  to  the  states  under  §  15  of  the 
Federal  Control  Act.  Winner  Mill.  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
(S.  D.)   P.U.R.1910E,  885. 

12.  An  injunction  against  the  collection  of  telephone  rates  pre- 
scribed by  the  Postmaster  General  and  payable  to  him  for  servicer 
rendered  by  a  telephone  system,  in  his  possession  and  xmder  his  control, 
and  used  for  the  public  benefit  and  welfare  as  an  instrumentality  of 
war  under  congressional  resolution  (July  16,  1918,  chap.  154,  40  Stat, 
at  L.  904,  Cbmp.  Stat.  §  Sllojx.)  and  proclamation  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  (July  22,  1918),  cannot  be  granted  in  an  action 
against  the  agents  of  the  Postmaster  General,  carrying  out  his  orders 
in  the  operation  of  such  system,  as  they  have  no  individual  interest 
in  the  controversy,  but  the  relief  is  in  fact  asked  against  the  Pos^t- 
master  General.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling 
(Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  436  (S.  C.  —  Okla,  — ,  181  Pac.  487). 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


260  PARTinOX— PASSENGERS. 

13.  In  an  action  for  injunction,  where  the  effect  of  the  decree  would 
be  to  control  the  action  of  the  Postmaster  General  in  the  operation 
of  a  telephone  system,  in  his  possession  and  operated  as  a  governmental 
agency  for  the  public  benefit  and  welfare  in  time  of  war,  the  Post- 
master General  is  an  indispensable  party,  his  agents  through  whom  he 
directs  the  operation  having  no  individual  interest  and  being  without 
authority  to  grant  the  relief  asked  for.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  436  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — , 
181  Pac.  487).  ' 

14.  A  telephone  company  under  Federal  control  is  not  a  proper 
j>arty  to  a  suit  to  enjoin  rates  established  by  the  Postmaster  General 
of  the  United  States.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Burleson  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919K, 
465   (S.  C.  255  Fed.  604). 

15.  A  suit  for  mandamuB  to  compel  a  railroad  to  replace  in  a  city 
a  portion  of  its  track  on  the  company's  former  right  of  way  abandoned 
on  the  order  of  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission,  and  sold  for  residence, 
cannot  be  maintained  without  making  the  city  and  the  present  ownei's 
of  such  right  of  way  parties  to  the  action.  Jeff  Bland  Lumber  &  Bldg. 
Co.  V.  Galveston,  H.  &  S.  A.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  444  (S.  C. 
—  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  750). 

16.  A  town  and  its  citizens  are  not  proper  parties  to  a  proceeding 
involving  the  reasonableness  of  a  contract  rate  between  the  utlitj  and 
a  consumer.  Re  Orleans  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
979. 

.PARTITIOK. 

Withholding  consent  from  taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain 
because  of  pendency  of  partition  suit,  see  Eminent  Domain,  1. 

PABTITIOirS. 

As  affecting  heating  rates,  see  Rates,  267« 

PARTNERS. 

Necessity  of  filing  increased  rate  schedule  by  both  parties  to  rate 
contract,  see  Rates,  196. 

PARTY  UNES. 

-  Same  charge  for  party  lines  as  for  single  lines  as  discriminatory, 
see  Discrimination,  72. 

Party  line  service  not  to  be  withdrawn  where  there  is  public  de- 
mand for  it,  see  Rates,  367. 

Telephone  company  operating  only  party  line  service  required  to 
provide  rate  for  private  line  service,  see  Sebvicb,  224. 

Party  line  service  of  telephone  company,  see  Service,  224-230. 

PASSENGER  MILE. 

As  basis  of  fixing  rates  on  railroad,  see  Rates,  296. 

PASSENGERS. 

Generally,  see  Consumers  and  Patrons. 
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Apportionment  of  passenger  expenses  o|  interurban  railway  as  be- 
tween freight  and  passenger  service,  see  Apportionment,  6. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers, 
see  Automobiles,  15. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions, 
64. 

Requiring  rerouting  of  passenger  trains  as  denial  of  equal  protec- 
tion, see  Constitutional  Law,  26. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  reroute  passenger  trains  as  burden  on 
interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  22. 

Passenger  rates  on  railroad,  see  Rates,  295,  206. 

Restoration  of  passenger  train  although  operated  at  a  loss,  where 
whole  return  is  reasonable,  see  Return,  219. 

Regulation  of  station  facilities  as  within  police  power  of  state, 
see  Service,  12-15. 

Seats  for  passengers  on  interurban  cars,  see  Service,  135. 

Requiring  erection  of  station  notwithstanding  order  of  Director 
General,  see  Service,  147. 

Passenger  traffic  on  branch  line  not  to  be  discontinued  merely  be- 
cause it  is  unprofitable,  see  Service,  150. 

Train  service  on  railroads,  see  Service,  156-160. 

Determination  of  extent  passenger  traffic  interferes  with  freight 
traffic  on  a  branch  line,  see  Service,  176. 

Street  railway  service  not  to  be  abandoned  without  evidence  that 
public  will  not  support  it,  see  Service,  189. 

Increase  in  population  as  alTecting  increase  in  street  railway  pas- 
sengers, see  Service,  201. 

Seats  for  street  railway  passengers  during  rush  hours,  see  Service, 
203. 

PASSES. 

Validity  of  statute  forbidding  issuance  of  passes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  108. 
Invalidity  under   Interstate  Commerce  Commission   Act,  see  Dis- 

•  crimination,  91. 
Invalidity  under  West  Virginia  statute,  see  Discrimination^  93. 
Power  of  state  «to  invalidate  pass  over  interstate  bridge,  see  Inter- 
state Commerce,  20. 

PAST  I^ARHINGS. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  191-105. 
Effect  of  past  earnings  on  application  for  emergency  relief,  see  Re- 
turn, 273, 

PATENTS. 

Allowance  for  va,lue  of  expired  patent,  see  Valuation,  244. 

PATRONS. 

See  Consumers  and  Patrons. 
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PAVEMENT  OVER  HAINS. 

Consideration  of  pavement  over  mains  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  119,  120. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  paving  over  mains^  P.UJ1.1919B, 
p.  426;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  216. 

PAVING. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  to  street 
paving,  see  Cotmissions,  30. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from 
burden  of  paving  between  tracks,  see  Commissions,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  of  water 
company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  60. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see  Com- 
missions, 61. 

Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  cost  of  pave- 
ment, see  Retxtin,  62. 

Cost  of  new  paving  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  RETuaN,  121. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Service,  117. 

Passage  of  paving  ordinance  as  justifying  abandonment  of  portion 
of  street  railway  line,  see  Sebvice,  199. 

Cost  of  pavement  laid  at  expense  of  street  railway  company  as  a 
charge  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  133,  134. 

PAYMENT. 

J.  In  ge^ieralf  1. 
//.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  ComnUssion,  2* 
III,  Discount  for  prompt  payment,  S-^O. 
a.  In  general,  8,  4. 
h.  Amount  of  discount,  5. 
o.  Discount  period,  6. 
rv.  Deposit  as  guaranty,  7.  « 

F.  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  8* 
F4  Collection  of  service  charge,  9,  10, 
VII.  Collection  of  telephone  toU  and  switching  rate&f  !!• 
VIII.  Discontinuance  for  nonpayment,  12^18. 
a.  In  general,  12^16, 
h.  Nonpayment  for  other  service,  18,  17. 
e.  Nonpayment   of  stock  assessments,    18, 

As  to  discrimination  in  payment,  see  Discrimination,  III. 
Discriminatory  character  of  payment  for  service  otherwise  thaa  la  otsh, 

see  Discrimination,  89-96. 
Right  to  require  pa3rment  in  advance  from  consumer  i]^ii  famiihing 

additional  service,  see  Service,  64* 
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Small  amount  of  working  capital  needed  where  payment  is  in  advance, 
see  Valuation,  186. 

Annotation  on  period  for  which  bills  for  service  should  be  rendered, 
P.U.R.1^19E,  p.  160. 

Annotation  on  rules  relative  to  payments  in  advance,  P.U.B.1910A, 
p.  772. 

I,  In  general, 

1.  An  audit  of  the  books  of  a  gas  company  was  ordered  in  order 
to  assure  a  proper  adjustment  of  errors  and  mistakes  in  billing  arising 
during  a  period  when  the  company  was  operating  with  inefficient  em- 
ployees. Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co. 
(111.)   P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

II.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Cotnmission. 

2.  Although  the  South  Dakota  Commission  has  no  power  to  adjudi- 
cate a  disputed  bill  between  a  utility  and  a  patron,  it  can  compel  a 
utility  to  restore  service  to  a  patron,  although  he  refuses  to  pay  for 

.  past  service  during  a  period  in  which  no  service  at  all  was  rendered, 
the  equipment  being  out  of  repair.  Peterson  v.  Hyde  County  Teleph. 
Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  441. 

///.  Discount  for  prompt  payment. 

a.  In  general. 

Difference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  electric  bills  of  mov- 
ing picture  theater  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  88. 

Discount  on  gas  bills  because  of  inadequacy  of  service,  see  Rates,  112, 
113. 

Annotation  on  discount  for  prompt  payment,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  773; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  149. 

3.  A  rule  authorizing  a  discount  for  prompt  payment  was  held  to 
be  of  advantage  to  both  the  company  and  its  consumers.  Re  Cham- 
paign k  U.  Water  Co.  (lU.)   P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

4.  A  single  rate  of  discounts  for  payment  of  bills  within  a  specified 
date  is  preferable  to  two  rates  of  discount  varying  with  specified  lengths 
of  time  within  which  bills  may  be  paid.  Re  Public  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Vt.)  P.U.R.1919B,  107. 

b.  An^ount  of  discount, 

5.  A  discount  of  10  per  cent  for  prompt  payment,  while  appro- 
priate for  small  bills  because  proportionate  to  the  cost  of  collection, 
was  held  excessive  when  applied  to  large  power  bills,  and  ordered  dis- 
continued. Re  Ban  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19I9D. 
924. 
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PAVEMENT  OVER  MAINS. 

Consideration  of  pavement  over  mains  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  119,  120. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  paving  over  mains^  P.UJL1919B, 
p.  426;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  216. 

PAVING. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  franchise  contract  relative  to  street 
paving,  see  Cokhissions,  30. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from 
burden  of  paving  between  tracks,  see  Commissions,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  of  vntter 
company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  60. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see  Com- 
missions, 51. 

Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  cost  of  pave- 
ment, see  Return,  62. 

Cost  of  new  paving  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  RETuaN,  121. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Service,  117. 

Passage  of  paving  ordinance  as  justifying  abandonment  of  portion 
of  street  railway  line,  see  Service,  199. 

Cost  of  pavement  laid  at  expense  of  street  railway  company  as  a 
charge  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  133,  134. 

PAYMENT. 

J.  In  general f  1, 
II.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Commission,  2* 
III,  Discount  for  prompt  payment,  3'^6. 
a.  In  general,  8,  4, 
h.  Amount  of  discount,  5. 
o.  Discount  period,  6. 
rv.  Deposit  as  guaranty,  7.  « 

F.  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  8. 
F4  Collection  of  service  charge,  9,  10, 
VII,  Collection  of  telephone  toU  and  switching  mite9f  11% 
VIII.  Discontinuance  for  nonpayment,  12^18, 
a.  In  general,  12^16. 
h.  Nonpayment  for  other  service,  16,  17, 
c.  Nonpayment   of  stock  assessments,    18, 

As  to  discrimination  in  payment,  see  Discrimination,  III. 
Discriminatory  character  of  payment  for  service  otherwise  thaa  la  otsh, 

see  Discrimination,  89-96. 
Right  to  require  payment  in  advance  from  consumer  upon  famiihing 

additional  service,  see  Sebvice,  64* 
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Small  amount  of  working  capital  needed  where  payment  is  in  advance, 
see  Valuation,  186. 

Annotation  on  period  for  which  bills  for  service  should  be  rendered, 
P.U.R.1^19E,  p.  160. 

Annotation  on  rules  relative  to  payments  in  advance,  P.U.R.1910A, 
p.  772. 

I.  In  general, 

1.  An  audit  of  the  books  of  a  gas  company  was  ordered  in  order 
to  assure  a  proper  adjustment  of  errors  and  mistakes  in  billing  arising 
during  a  period  when  the  company  was  operating  with  inefficient  em- 
ployees. Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co, 
(IlL)   P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

//.  Jurisdiction,  powers  and  duties  of  Commiaaion, 

2.  Although  the  South  Dakota  Commission  has  no  power  to  adjudi- 
cate a  disputed  bill  between  a  utility  and  a  patron,  it  can  compel  a 
utility  to  restore  service  to  a  patron,  although  he  refuses  to  pay  for 

.  past  service  during  a  period  in  which  no  service  at  all  was  rendered, 
the  equipment  being  out  of  repair,  Peterson  v.  Hyde  County  Teleph. 
Co.  (S.  D.)  P.UJt.l919C,  441. 

///.  Discount  for  prompt  payment* 

a.  In  general. 

Difference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  electric  bills  of  mov- 
ing picture  theater  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  88. 

Discount  on  gas  bills  because  of  inadequacy  of  service,  see  Rates,  112, 
113, 

Annotation  on  discount  for  prompt  payment,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  773; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  149. 

3.  A  rule  authorizing  a  discount  for  prompt  payment  was  held  to 
be  of  advantage  to  both  the  company  and  its  consumers.  Re  Cham- 
paign k  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

4.  A  single  rate  of  discounts  for  payment  of  bills  within  a  specified 
date  is  preferable  to  two  rates  of  discount  varying  with  specified  lengths 
of  time  within  which  bills  may  be  paid.  Re  Public  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Vt.)  P.UJR.1919B,  107. 

b.  Amount  of  discount, 

6.  A  discount  of  10  per  cent  for  prompt  payment,  while  appro- 
priate for  small  bills  because  proportionate  to  the  cost  of  collection, 
was  held  excessive  when  applied  to  large  power  bills,  and  ordered  di^^- 
continued.  Re  San  Diego  ConBol.  Gat  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
924. 
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c.  Discount  period. 

6.  Discount  should  be  allowed  if  payment  is  made  within  a  speci- 
fied time  after  a  bill  is  rendered,  rather  than  before  a  certain  day  of 
the  month.     Re  Cape  May  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  .J.)   P.UJR.1919B,  46. 

IV.  Deposit  as  gtuiranty. 

Annotation  on  deposits  as  security  for  payment,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
773. 

7.  The  Idaho  Commission  favors  a  rule  requiring  deposits  from 
utility  patrons  or  prospective  patrons  whose  credit  had  not  been 
established,  for  the  purpose  of  guaranteeing  the  prompt  payment  of 
bills.    Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  552. 

V.  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly. 

Annotation  on  penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  774. 

8.  A  penalty  to  insure  prompt  payment  of  telephone  bills  should 
not  exceed  15  cents  per  month  where  the  rate  is  $2  per  month  or  more, 
10  cents  per  month  where  the  monthly  rate  is  $1  and  under  $2,  and 
5  cents  per  month  where  the  monthly  rate  is  less  than  $1.  Re  Rich- 
land Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919E,  144. 

VI.  Collection  of  ser^iice  charge, 

9.  The  proper  method  of  collecting  the  service  charge  for  gas  serv- 
ice is  to  include  it  in  the  monthly  bill,  where  the  service  is  through 
regular  meters,  and  in  the  case  of  prepayment  meters  when  the  money 
is  taken  therefrom.  Wilkins  v.  Claremont  Gaslight  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.U. 
1919C,  772. 

10.  A  gas  company  is  not  warranted  in  collecting  a  service  charge 
one  year  in  advance,  \Mlkin8  v,  Claremont  Gaslight  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  772. 

VII.  Collection  of  telephone  toll  and  sivitching  rates, 

11.  A  telephone  company  receiving  switching  and  toll  service  is 
responsible  for  and  should  make  collections  from  its  individual  sub- 
scribers of  all  proper  bills  rendered,  and  should  make  necessary  remit- 
tances to  the  company  performing  the  service.  Jordon  v.  Peoples 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  226. 

VIII.  Discontinuance  for  nonpayment, 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  discontinuance  for  failure  to  pay  for  service,  P.U.H. 
1919A,  p.  776. 

12.  A  telephone  company  has  a  right  to  discontinue  service  where 
a  subscriber  fails  or  refuses  to  pay  for  such  service  promptly,  and  ift 
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accordance  with  reasonable  rules.    Jordon  v.  Peoples  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  226. 

13.  A  telephone  company  cannot  refuse  to  render  service  to  a  sub- 
scriber merely  because  he  refuses  to  pay  rentals  for  a  period  of  time 
during  which  no  service  at  all  was  rendered,  the  equipment  being  out 
of  repair.  Peterson  v.  Hyde  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1019C, 
441. 

14.  Discontinuance  of  utility  service  should  not  be  approved  where 
there  was  a  sufficient  tender  of  payment  prior  thereto.  Hough  v.  West 
En^  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  211. 

15.  Discontinuance  of  service  on  the  ground  of  the  consumer's  in- 
debtedness to  the  company  should  be  limited  to  discontinuance  for  in- 
debtedness for  actual  service,  and  not  for  merchandise  purchased.  Re 
Cape  May  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  46. 

h.  Nonpayment  for  other  service, 

16.  A  public  service  company  cannot  discontinue  service  at  a  con- 
sumer's place  of  business  because  of  nonpayment  for  service  furnished 
to  him  at  his  house.  Merrill  v.  Livermore  Falls  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  646    (S.  C.  117  Me.  523,  105  Atl.  120). 

17.  A  public  utility  has  no  right  to  discontinue  service  to  a  person 
at  his  place  of  business  for  failure  to  pay  bills  for  service  at  his 
residence,  notwithstanding  an  agreement  in  his  application  authorizing 
such  action  .by  the  company.  Stoney  v.  Harrisburg  Gas  Co.  (Pa.j 
P.U.R.1919A,  771. 

o.  Nonpayment  of  stock  aaaesaments, 

0 

18.  A  mutual  company  is  not  justified  in  discontinuing  service  to  a 
stockholder  merely  because  he  fails  to  pay  an  assessment  levied  upon 
his  stock.    Eaton  v.  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Ck>.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  744. 

PEAK  LOAD. 

Moving  picture  theaters  as  requiring  service  at  time  of  peak  load, 

see  Ratbs^  229. 
Definition  of  peak  load  of  electricily,  see  Sebviob,  119. 

PENALTIES. 

See  also  Fines  and  Penalties. 

Demurrer  to  petition  for  penalty  because  of  failure  of  telephone 
companies  to  obey  order  as  to  physical  connection,  see  Plead- 
ing, 6. 

pendente  ute* 

See  Injunction. 

PENNSTItVANIA* 

Approval  by  Pennsyhrania  Commission  of  incorporation  of  publi<' 
ntillly  as  equivalent  to  a  certificate  of  convenience  to  do  busi- 
ness, eee  Autqhobiubs,  11. 
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Necessity  for  certificates  of  Convenience  for  operation  of  auto  bus 

service,  see  Automobiles,  12. 
Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construc- 

ti<m  by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered 

territory,  see  Cebtifioates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity, 

13. 
Policy  of  Commission  as  to  questions  of  law  or  fact  not  pertinent 

to  the  issues,  see  Commissions,  5. 
Jurisdiction  of  C<Hnmission  to  determine  validity  of  location  of 

street  railway  within  public  square,  see  Commissions,  15. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  wire  cross- 
ing over  railroad,  see  Commissions,  17. 
Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania   Commission  over   failure  of  water 

company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  50. 
Telephone  as  embraced  within   laws  forbidding  consolidation   of 

competing  telegraph  lines,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and 

Sale,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  33,  38,  39,  51-53,  74,  76,  79,  80. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  76. 
Power  of  Commission  to  determine  reasonableness  of  charges  for 

use  of  toll  bridge  by  street  railway,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

79. 
Street  as  public  highway  at  point  extending  over  railroad  right  of 

way,  see  Crossings,  5. 
Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  private  coal  company  to  con- 
struct crossing  over  public  highway  for  private  use,  see  Cboss- 

INGS,  11. 
Pennsylvania  statute  as  not  empowering  Commission  to  authorize 

construction  of  new  highway  and  overhead  crossing  to  afford 

access  to  school,  see  Crossings,  28. 
Approval  of  rate  schedule  providing  for  discriminatory  contract, 

see  Discrimination,  8. 
Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  to  prevent  patrons  changing 

to  another  telephone  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 7. 
Director  General  as,  proper  party  to  complaint  against  railroad 

rates,  see  Parties,  8. 
Rates  to  be  collected  pending  rehearing,  see  Rates,  1. 
Courts  as  having  appellate  jurisdiction  only  over  rate  contracts, 

see  Rates,  21. 
Order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  superseding  judgment  of  court 

of  common  pleas  under  Pennsylvania  act,  see  Rates,  28. 
Power  of  state  Commission  over  rates  as  limited  by  Federal  con-* 

trol  of  utility,  see  Rates,  37,  38,  41. 
Power  of  Commission  to  require  street  railway  to  issue  traiurfera 

to  patrons  of  another  road,  see  Rates,  103. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  to  fix  rates  for 

service  to  municipality,  see  Rates,  114. 
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Effect  of  filing  new  schedule  on  contracts  based  on  former  tariff, 
see  Rates,  195. 

Necessity  of  posting  schedules  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see 
Rates,  202. 

Patrons  having  actual  notice  of  proposed  increase  in  rates  not 
entitled  to  complain  of  failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of 
Pennsylvania  statute  with  reference  to  posting,  see  Rates, 
203. 

Validity  of  coal  clauses  in  rate  contract,  see  Rates,  215,  210. 

Sewer  rate  based  on  room  or  fixture,  see  Rates,  321. 

Limitation  of  actions  for  reparation  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 
see  Refabation,  10. 

Issuance  of  securities  on  reorganization,  see  Seodbity  Issues,  32. 

Right  of  railroad  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Commis- 
sion although  authorized  by  court  of  Common  Pleas,  see  Serv- 
ice, 30. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  contract  of  street 
railway  company  for  use  of  toll  bridge,  see  Sebviob,  48. 

Allowance  of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  200,  207. 

Effect  of  high  degree  of  efficiency  on  allowance  for  going  value, 
see  Valuation,  223. 

PER  CALL  BASIS. 

Apportionment  of  rural  telephone  switching,  see  Apportionment, 
23. 

PERIOD. 

For  giving  discount  for  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  6. 

PERMANENT. 

Standard  price  as  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  f6r  gas  com- 
panies to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  25. 
Emergency  rates  to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  264. 

PERMANENT  IMPROVEMENTS. 

See  Betterments. 

PERMIT. 

See  also  Franchises. 

Existence  of,  as  question  for  court,  see  Commissions,  25. 

PETITION. 

See  Pleading. 

PHYSICAL  CONNECTIONS. 

Power  of  Commissi(»n  to  enforce  contract  for  physical  connection 

of  telephones,  see  Commissions,  33. 
Order  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephones  as  denial  QfiitU6' 

process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  23,  24. 
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Telephone  company  offering  physical  connection  with  another  com- 
pany, to  offer  equal  facilities  to  all  others,  see  Discrimination, 
85. 

New  York  Commission  without  power  to  require  physical  connection 
of  railroads  giving  one  railroad  the  right  to  use  terminals  of 
the  other,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  4. 

Demurrer  to  petition  for  penalty  because  of  failure  of  telephone 
company  to  obey  order  as  to  physical  connection,  see  Pleading, 
6. 

Joint  rates  on  railroads  having  physical  connection,  see  Rates,  306. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  reasonableness 
of  requiring  physical  connection  of  railroads,  see  Return,  201. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue 
in  court  of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for 
physical  ocmnection  of  system  after  Commission  has  obtained 
jurisdiction,  see  Service,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  physical  connection  of  railroads 
under  Federal  control,  see  Service,  11. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  require  physical 
connection  of  telephone  lines  under  Federal  control,  see  Seuv* 
ice,  16. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones, 
see  Service,  49-51. 

Of  electric  company,  see  Service,  121,  122. 

Of  railroads  generally,  see  Service,  178,  179. 

Of  telephones,  see  Service,  231-235. 

Annotation  -on  physical  connection  of  railroads,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
291. 

PHYSIOAI.  VALUATIOK. 

Generally,  see  Valuation. 

Power  of  state  Conunission  to  make  physical  valuation  of  railroads 
as  limited  by  Federal  statute  giving  such  power  to  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  see  Commissions,  67. 

PHTSIOIAK. 

Separate  meter  in  office  and  residence  where  both  are  on  same  lot» 
see  Rates,  217. 

PIOK-UP. 

Sunday  express  pick-up  and  delivery  service,  see  Sebvick,  125* 

PIPE  LUTES. 

Looal  distributing  company  as  engaged  in  interstate  commeroe^  ase 

Interstate  Commerce,  6. 
For  transportation  of  natural  gas,  see  Natural  Gas. 
As  common  carriers  of  oil,  see  Service,  143. 


See  Mains  and  Pipm. 
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PUINT  AOCOUNT. 

See  also  Accounting. 

Propriety  of  crediting  plant  account  with  proceeds  of  sale  of  old 
equipment  and  charging  account  with  eqtire  cost  of  new  prop- 
erty, see  AccouNTUVo,  7.  ^ 

PUUrr  FACULITIE8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  over  switching 
charge  made  by  plant  facility  to  line  carrier,  see  Rates,  22. 

Line  carrier  and  plant  facility  to  make  contract  for  switching 
cars,  see  Rates,  318. 

What  constitutes  terminal  servioe  as  distinet  from  plant  service, 
see  Sebyiou  184. 

PUITFOBM  MEN. 

See  Employbss. 

PI^EADUfG. 

r.  In  general,  i— 5. 
II,  Sufficiency  of  allegatioHS,  4-«S. 

/•  In  general. 

Function    and   effect   of  demurrer   to   return  to   alternative   writ  of 
mandamus,  see  Mandamus,  9-11. 

Annotation  on  pleading  and  practice,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  136. 
1.  The  technical  rules  of  pleading  need  not  be  observed  in  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Missouri  Commission,  a  substantial  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission  statute  being  sufficient.  State  ex 
rel.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  622  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  386). 

2.  Some  obsf^rvance  of  orderly  procedure  in  the  matter  of  pleading 
should  be  adopted  in  order  to  clarify  the  issues,  even  in  a  case  before 
a  Commission  where  strict  formalities  of  pleading  are  not  required. 
Long  V.  Lehigh  Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  186. 

3.  A  petition  in  Indiana  for  the  extension  of  electric  service,-  signed 
by  three  persons  only,  must  be  dismissed,  since  §  67  of  the  Shively- 
Spencer  Utility  Commission  Act  requires  complaint,  if  made  by  in- 
dividuals, to  be  made  by  not  less  than  ten  persons.  McFadden  v. 
Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  747. 

II,  Sufficiency  of  allegationa. 

4.  A  bill  alleging  a  contract  to  furnish  a  stated  amount  of  water 
power  in  consideration  for  the  supply  to  the  owner  thereof  of  u 
specified  amount  of  electric  power,  and  the  refusal  of  the  utility  to 
continue  to  fulfil  such  agreement,  state  sufiicient  facts  for  relief  by 
Injunction  against  the  discontinuance  of  such  electric  power.  Schiller 
Piano  Co.  v.  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.IL1919B,  486 
(S.  C.  288  111.  680,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  123  N.  E.  631). 
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5.  A  complaint  that  a  maximum  rate  statute  is  conliseatory, 
based  upon  allegations  that  the  return  of  a  company  affected  thereby 
was  unfair  for  the  year  1917 ;  that  there  was  a  deficit  for  the  first  half 
of  1018,  and  a  prospective  deficit  for  the  second  half  of  that  year,  and 
for  the  entire  year  following, — is  sufficient  to  withstand  demurrer, 
although  it  may  be  true  that  confiscation  does  not  ensue  unless  there 
has  been  an  unreasonable  extension  of  the  period  of  dearth.  Municipal 
Gas  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  364  (S. 
C.  225  K.  Y.  89,  121  N.  E.  772). 

6.  A  petition  in  an  action  against  two  telephone  companies  for 
penalties  for  failures  to  comply  with  an  order  requiring  physical  con- 
nection between  their  lines  is  not  subject  to  general  demurrer  for  fail- 
ure to  allege  that  one  of  the  companies  had  fully  complied  with  the 
order,  so  as  to  make  the  connection  possible  on  the  part  of  the  other, 
where  the  petition  charged  that  neither  had  been  prevented  from  mak- 
ing the  connection,  but  that  each  had  failed  and  refused  to  do  so. 
Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v.  State    (Tex.)    P.U.R.1919C,  66 

(S.  C.  —  Tex.  — ,  207  S.  W.  308). 

7.  An  application  to  the  Arizona  Commission  to  establish  a  sur- 
charge must  be  accompanied  by  four*  exhibits  showing  respectively 
monthly  income  statement,  details  of  fuel  oil  consumption,  details  of 

'  applicant's  payroll,  and  details  of  additions  to  property  and  plant  ac- 
count.    Ke  Arizona  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  666. 

8.  A  proceeding  for  the  increase  of  telephone  rates  is  not  irregular 
merely  because  it  was  inaugurated  largely  by  a  series  of  telegrams 
and  letters,  where  the  documents  satisfy  the  statutory  requirement 
that  the  application  should  be  in  writing,  stating  the  advance  desired 
and  the  reason  therefor,  particularly  where  the  statute  provides  that 
a  substantial  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  act  shall  be 
suflicient.    Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.UJt.l919D,  345. 

POISES. 

Basis  of  apportionment  of  return  and  expense  of  telephone  switch- 
ing service,  see  AppoBTio:«iMBNT,  20. 

POUCE  POWERS. 

Limitation  of  police  power  of  state  under  Missouri  Constitution, 
see  (Institutional  Law,  48. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  or  franchise  rates,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  56. 

Delegation  of  rate-making  power  to  Ohio  C^ommission  as  valid  ex- 
ercise of  police  power,  see  Constitutional,  97. 

Regulation  of  rates  as  within,  see  Rates,  10-15. 

Regulation  of  station  facilities  as  within  police  power  of  state.  Bee 
Service,  12-15. 

POPULATIOK. 

As  basis  of  interurban  railway  rates,  see  Rates.  261. 
As  basis  of  telephone  rate  zone,  see  Rates,  377. 
Increase  in  population  as  affecting  increase  in  street  railway  pas- 
sengers, see  Sebvice,  201. 
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POSTIHO. 

Of  schedules  under  Pennsylyania  statute,  see  Rates,  202. 

POSTMASTEB   GENERAL. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  tele- 
phones and  telegraphs,  on  power   of  state  Commission,   see 

COH MISSIONS,  55. 

Order  of  Postmaster  General  as  justifying  telephone  company  in 
violating  orders  of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Fines  and  Pen- 
ALTIES,  2,  3. 

Venue  of  suit  against,  see  iNjuNonoN,  2. 

Postmaster  General  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  in- 
junction   action    against    colleeiion    of    telephone    rates,    see 
Pa&hes,  12-14. 
«        Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  increasing 
intrastate  telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Kates,  16. 

Power  of  state  Commissions  over  telephone  rates  as  affected  by 
Federal  control,  see  Rates,  42-53. 

Necessity  for  filing  charge  for  change  of  name  in  telephone  direct- 
ory although  ordered  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  201. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  of  telephones,  see  Rates,  356-359. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  require  physical 
connection  of  telephone  lines  under  Federal  control,  see  Serv- 
ice, 16. 

Text  of  the  order   of  the  Postmaster   General  with  relation  to 
changes  in  telephone  rates,  I'.UJLIOIOC,  p.  271. 

POWER. 

Method  of  accounting  for  power  property  of  utility  rendering  elec- 
tric, street  railway,  and  heating  service,  see  Accouxtino,  10. 

Apportionment  of  power  property  as  between  electric  and  street 
railway  departments,  see  Apportionment,  38. 

Placing  burden  of  increased  cost  of  coal  on  power  consumers  as 
discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  44,  45. 

Electric  company  furnishing  mining  companies  with  power  as  pub- 
lic utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  29. 

Company  selling  water  for  power  as  public  utility,  see  Public 
Utilities,  30. 

Relation  between  power  and  lighting  rates,  see  Rates,  226. 

Proportion  of  increased  coal  cost  that  may  be  placed  on  power 
consumers,  see  Rates,  227,  228. 

Electric  rate  for  moving  picture  theater  as  midway  between  light- 
ing and  power  rates,  see  Rates,  229. 

Household  appliances  to  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rather 
than  lighting  rate,  see  Rates,  230. 

Validity  of  uniform  minimum  monthly  charge  for  power  usev^ 
regardless  of  motor  ratings  or  connected  load,  see  Rates,  231. 

Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to 
pay  a  reasonable  rate,  see  Return,  83. 
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Apportionment  of  power  purchased  expense  of  electric  company, 
see  Appobtionment,  11. 

POWERS. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Commissions. 

Delegation  of,  s^  Constitutional  Law,  93-97. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  CommisBlon  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intebcorposate  Rki^ationb,  3. 

PRAOTICE. 

Annotation  on  pleading  and  practice,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  130. 

PRFXfMTNABY  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  for  preliminary  operating  expenses  as  an  overhead,  see 
Valuation,  94.  / 

PBEPATMENT  METERS. 

See  also  Metebs. 

Power  of  gas  companies  under  Idaho  statute  to  remove  prepay- 
ment meters  without  consent  of  the  Commission,  see  Rates, 
107. 

Prepayment  meter  rate  for  gas,  see  Rates,  262,  254. 

PRESENT  CONSUMERS. 

Power  of  Commissiim  to  restrict  competition  between  telephone 
companies  as  to  present  patrons,  see  Sebvicz,  52. 

PRESENT  NEEDS. 

Consideration  of  investment  in  excess  of,  see  Valuation,  13^141. 

PRESENT  VALUE. 

Consideration  of  original  cost,  present  value  and  value  of  adjacent 
property  in  determining  value  of  land  for  rate  making,  see 
Valuation,  173. 

PRESIDENT. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  tele- 
phones and  telegraphs,  on  power  of  state  Commission,  see  Com- 
missions, 55. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  Presid^t 
under  Federal  Control  Act,  see  Coubts,  5. 

Effect  of  proclamation  of,  see  Federal  Control. 

Limitation  on  activities  of  president  of  utility,  see  PuBUO  Utili- 
ties, 1. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  lo  operate 
telegraph  and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Public 
Utilities,  3. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power  rath- 
er than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Conmiander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 
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Construction  of  Federal  control  statute,  see  Rates,  35,  36,  42-44, 
50-52. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  telephone  and 
telegraph  rates  under  Federal  control  statute,  see  Rates,  42- 
53. 

Excessive  salary  of  president  of  utility,  see  Rbtubn,  58. . 

Power  of  Congress  and  President  to  take  over  telephones  and  tele- 
graphs under  Federal  control  statute^  see  Telephones,  3,  4. 

PBESSUIIE. 

Of  gas,  see  Sebvice,  127. 

PBESUMPnOMS. 

•  See  EviDSiTCE. 

PBIVATE  COMPANT. 

As  distinguished  from  municipal  plante,  see  Publio  Utilitibs. 

Private  company  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer- 
tificate of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
see  Public  Utilities,  36. 

PBIVATE  CItOSSINQS. 

Establishment  of,  see  Cbossings,  29. 

PBIVATE  lAND. 

Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate 
given  as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see 
Procedure,  9, 

PBIVATE  LINES. 

Telephone  company  operating  only  party  line  service  required  to 
provide  rate  for  private  line  service,  see  Service,  224. 

PBIVATE  PABTIES. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  in  deed  between  private 
parties,  see  Constitutional  Law,  80. 

PBIVATE  PIANT. 

Private  plant  selling  surplus  product  as  public  utility,  see  Public 
Utilities,  44. 

PBIVATE  PBOPEBTT. 

Company  organized  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  pri- 
vate property  as   becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to 
charter  under  New  York  Stoek  Corporation  Law,  see  Public 
Utilities,  38. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 18. 
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PBOOEDURE. 

/.  In  general,  i— 5. 
//.  Exhaustion  of  remedy  under  Commission,  0,  10. 
Ill,  Consideration  of  other  matters  in  rate  proceedings,  11,  IB. 

J.  In  general. 

Action  to  set  order  aside  as  trial  de  novo  under  Indiana  statute,  see 

Appeal  and  Review,  10. 
Violation  of  company's  charter  not  at  issue  on  review  of  order  requir* 

ing  continuation  of  operation,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  25. 
Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  decree 

enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 

69-62. 
Statutory  procedure  as  to  alteration  of  crossing,  see  Crossings,  7. 
Time  of  application  to  Commission  for  permission  to  construct  crossing, 

see  Cbossinos,  31. 
Right  to  injunction  prior  to  injury,  see  Injunction,  1. 
Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rates  under  Delaware  stat- 
ute, see  Pasties,  2. 
Observance  of  order  of  procedure  in  matter  of  pleading  to  be  adopted  in 

order  to  clarify  issues,  see  Pleading,  2. 
Procedure  for  securing  increase  in  rates  under  Indiana  statute,  see 

Rates,  2. 

Discussion  of  procedure  open  to  Commission  upon  finding  rate 
charged  by  utility  to  be  illegal,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  482. 

1.  Orders  originating  mandamus  proceedings,  under  §  57  of  the 
New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  to  enforce  Commission 
orders,  should  not  be  vacated  on  the  mere  groimd  that  they  are  made 
returnable  to  the  ex  parte  branch  of  the  special  term,  rather  than  to 
the  branch  where  contested  motions  on  notice  are  customarily  made 
returnable.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  258  (S.  C  105  Misc.  254,  172  N.  Y.  Supp.  790). 

2.  The  filing  of  a  new  tariff  carr3ring  higher  rates  during  the  pend- 
ency of  hearings  before  the  Commission  upon  complaint  against  the 
reasonableness  of  rates  prescribed  in  an  earlier  tariff  does  not  establish 
the  fact  that  the  rates  in  the  first  tariff  i»fr-reasonable  or  prevent  the 
Commission  from  proceeding  to  a  determination  of  the  reasonableness 
thereof.  Meadville  v.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R, 
1919F,  637. 

3.  Before  any  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  public  utility  is  permitted, 
now  that  the  country  is  no  longer  actually  at  war,  there  must  be  a 
showing  before  the  Illinois  Conunission  and  a  finding  by  the  Commis- 
sion under  the  established  rules  of  law  that  the  increase  is'  justified. 
Re  East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  916. 

4.  The- Washington  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  proceed  on  its 
own  motion  with  a  rate  hearing,  notwithstanding  the  ten  days  specified 
in  Rem.  Code  1915,  §§  8626-80,  have  not  elapsed  since  the  filing  of  a 
complaint  with  reference  thereto  by  a  city,  where  the  city's  rights  were 
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protected,  and  full  opportunity  given  to  present  its  case  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  ten  days  required.  State  ex  rel.  Seattle  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  89  (S.  0.  —  Waah.  — ,  180  Pac. 
913). 

5.  A  motion  to  dismiss  a  complaint  as  to  charges  for  service  on 
the  ground  that  no  contracts  had  been  introduced,  and  there  was  noth- 
ing to  show  that  the  billing  was  not  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
schedule  on  file  with  the  Commission,  should  be  overruled,  where 
subsequently  the  contracts  were  introduced  in  the  record  and  the 
rate  schedule  made  a  part  thereof.  Federal  Steel  Fixture  Co.  t.  Com- 
monwealth Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  483. 

6.  A  complaint  against  overcharges  due  to  a  change  in  installation 
should  be  dismissed  where  there  is  no  rule  of  the  company  which  would 
prevent  rendering  such  service  under  separate  contracts,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  changes  were  made  are  not  a  matter  of 
record.  Federal  Steel  Fixture  Co.  t.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.) 
P.UJ1.1919D,  483. 

7.  A  Commission  rate  order  cannot  be  attacked  on  the  theory  that 
the  proceeding  in  which  it  was  made  was  not  instituted  by  the  state, 
where  the  statute  creating  the  Commission  allows  it  to  act  on  its  own 
initiative.  Portland  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
127  (S.  C.  89  Or.  325,  173  Pac.  1178). 

8.  An  adjournment  of  sixty  days  in  which  to  prepare  to  contest  an 
emergency  rate  application  should  not  be  granted.  Re  Tri-State  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  CJo.   (Minn.)   P.UJ1.1919C,  6. 

II.  Exhaustion  of  remedy  under  Commission'* 

9.  The  rule  that  a  consumer  aggrieved  by  a  schedule  of  public 
utility  rates  should  exhaust  his  remedy  before  the  Commission,  before 
coming  for  relief  to  a  court  of  equity,  is  inapplicable  to  a  lot  owner 
complaining  of  the  violation  of  a  contract  fixing  a  rate  in  consideration 
for  the  grant  to  the  utility  of  certain  property  rights  or  easements  in 
platted  private  lands,  subject  to  which  his  lot  was  acquired.  Long 
Beach  v.  Long  Beach  Power  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  367  (S.  C.  104 
Misc.  337,  171  N.  Y.  Supp.  824). 

10.  The  remedy  of  one  claiming  that  a  public  utility  company  is 
wrongfully  charging  a  ra^  higher  than  that  provided  for  by  contract 
under  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law  is  by  complaint 
to  the  Public  Service  Commission,  in  the  first  instance,  rather  than  to 
the  courts.  Leiper  v.  Baltimore  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  397  (S. 
C.  262  Pa.  328,  105  Atl.  551). 

Ill,  Consideration  of  other  matters  in  rate  proceedings. 

11.  Complaints  as  to  poor  service  cannot  properly  be  considered  in 
a  rate  case  unless  such  service  is  inherently  bad,  or  a  service  generally 
below  the  standard  is  attempted  to  be  supplied,  or  the  defective  service 
is  so  prolonged  as  to  give  it  a  chronic  aspect.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.UJt.l919F,  458. 
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12.  A  utility  cannot  be  authorized  to  issue  stock  in  a  proceeding 
upon  an  application  by  it  for  an  increase  in  its  rates.  Re  Page  Teleph. 
Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  677. 

PROCEEDINGS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  proceedings 
for  failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of 
notice  of  letter  explaining  order^  see  Fines  and  Peenalties,  4. 

PBODUCINQ  COMPANT. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  of  natural  gas  producing 
companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and  dis- 
tributing companies,  see  CoNSTirtJnoNAL  Law,  87. 

Katural-gas  producing  company  to  serve  all  applicants,  see  Dis- 

CBIMINATION,  81. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Inte&cobpobate  Relations,  3. 

Validity  oi  order  requiring  natural  gas  producing  company  to 
render  adequate  service,  although  order  will  reduce  amount 
of  gas  for  exportation  without  state,  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 24. 

Factors  to  be  considered  iii  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas  producing 
company,  see  Rates,  141. 

Earnings  of  both  producing  and  distributing  water  companies  to 
be  considered  in  fixing  rates  of  producing  company,  see  Rates, 

Return  of  natural  gas  producing  company,  see  Return,  23. 

Price  of  water  paid  by  distributing  company  as  an  operating  ex- 
pense, see  Return,  82. 

Duty  of  distributing  company  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of 
producing  company  to  render  adequate  service,  see  Service,  2. 

PROFITS. 

Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as 

part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  32. 
Excess  profits  tax  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  68. 
Advantageous  bargains  made  by  ofilcers  as  obligations  for  which 

securities  may  issue,  see  Security  Issues,  19,  21. 
Severance  damages  not  allowed  on  theory  of  right  to  capitalize 

future  products,  see  Valuation,  60. 
No  allowance  for  going  value  in  emergency  rate  proceedings  where 

plant  has  been  built  up  from  excess  profits,  see  Valuation,  204. 

PROHIBITION. 

1.  A  writ  will  not  be  issued  prohibiting  the  court  of  common  pleas 
fr<Mn  determining  its  own  jurisdiction,  where  jurisdiction  of  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  action  has  been  conferred  upon  that  court  by  the 
laws  of  the  state.    State  ex  rel.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Court  of  Com- 
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mon  Pleas  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  614  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  164,  120  N.  E. 
335). 

2.  The  writ  of  prohibition  will  lie  against  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  West  Virginia,  where  it  is  attempting  to  act  in  a  quasi 
judicial  capacity  in  excess  of  the  authority  conferred  upon  it,  o^  in 
violation  of  some  provision  of  the  Constitution.  Huntington  Chamber 
of  Commerce  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  968 
^S.  C.  -^  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  285). 

PROMDTIOM. 

Special  rate  to  promoters  as  discrimination,  see  Discbimination, 

10. 
Cost  of  promotion  of  business  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Rs- 

TUBN,  95,  96. 

PROMPT  PATBfEN T. 

See  also  Payment. 

Discount  for,  see  Payment,  8-6. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  make,  see  Payment,  8. 

PROOF. 

See  Evidence.  / 

PROPERTY. 

Accounting  for  utility  property,  see  Accounting. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Apportionment  of  property  of  interurban  railway,  see  Appobtion- 
MENT,  14-16. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  paas  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  Commissions,  37. 

Taking  of  property  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  6-25. 

Injury  to  property  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages, 
2-5. 

Value  of  property,  as  basis  of  return,  see  Retubn,  16,  17. 

Accounting  records  of  utility  to  be  transferred  with  physical  prop- 
erty, see  Sale,  1. 

Value  of  property  as  limiting  amount  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued,  see  Security  Issues,  30. 

Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Security  Issues,  31. 

Property  sold  not  included  in  valuation  where  rental  therefor  is 
charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  127. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  sales  and  leases  of  prop- 
erty, P.U.R.1919E,  pp.  56,  57. 

i 

PROPERTY  ABANDONED. 

"Property  abandoned'*  account  not  authorized,  see  Accounting,  9. 
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12.  A  utility  cannot  be  authorized  to  issue  stock  in  a  proceeding 
upon  an  application  by  it  for  an  increase  in  its  rates.  Re  Page  Teleph. 
Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  677. 

PBOCEEDINQS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  proceedings 
for  failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  report  as  affected  by  lack  of 
notice  of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fikes  and  Penalties,  4. 

PBODUCINQ  COMPANT. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  of  natural  gas  producing 
companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and  dis- 
tributing companies,  see  Constitutional  Law,  87. 

Katural-gas  producing  company  to  serve  all  applicants,  see  Dis- 

CBIMINATION,   81. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intebcobpobate  Rsxations,  3. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  natural  gas  producing  company  to 
render  adequate  service,  although  order  will  reduce  amount 
of  gas  for  exportation  without  state,  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 24. 

Factors  to  be  considered  iri  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas  producing 
company,  see  Rates,  141. 

Earnings  of  both  producing  and  distributing  water  companies  to 
be  considered  in  fixing  rates  of  producing  company,  see  Rates, 
31B3. 

Return  of  natural  gas  producing  company,  see  Return,  23. 

Price  of  water  paid  by  distributing  company  as  an  operating  ex- 
pense, see  Return,  82. 

Duty  of  distributing  company  to  notify  Commission  of  failure  of 
producing  company  to  render  adequate  service,  see  Service,  2. 

PROFITS. 

Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as 

part  of  operating  revenues,  see  Return,  32. 
Excess  profits  tax  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  68. 
Advantageous  bargains  made  by  officers  as  obligations  for  which 

securities  may  issue,  see  Security  Issues,  19,  21. 
Severance  damages  not  allowed  on  theory  of  right  to  capitalize 

future  products,  see  Valuation,  50. 
No  allowance  for  going  value  in  emergency  rate  proceedings  where 

plant  has  been  built  up  from  excess  profits,  see  Valuation,  204. 

PROHIBITION. 

1.  A  writ  will  not  be  issued  prohibiting  the  court  of  common  pleas 
from  determining  its  own  jurisdiction,  where  jurisdiction  of  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  action  has  been  conferred  upon  that  court  by  the 
laws  of  the  state.    State  ex  rel.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Court  of  Com- 
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mon  Pleas   (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  614  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  164,  120  N.  E. 
335). 

2.  The  writ  of  prohibition  will  lie  against  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  West  Virginia,  where  it  is  attempting  to  act  in  a  quasi 
judicial  capacity  in  excess  of  the  authority  conferred  upon  it,  of  in 
violation  of  some  provision  of  the  Constitution.  Huntington  Chamber 
of  Commerce  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  968 
(S.  C.  ^  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  285). 

PROMDTION. 

Special  rate  to  promoters  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination, 

10. 
Cost  of  promotion  of  business  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Re- 

TUBN,  95,  96. 

PROMPT  PAYMENT. 

See  also  Payment. 

Discount  for,  see  Payment,  3-6. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  make,  see  Payment,  8« 

PROOF. 

See  Evidence.  ; 

PROPERTY. 

Accounting  for  utility  property,  gee  Accouimwo. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Apportionment  of  property  of  interurban  railway,  see  Appobtion- 
ment, 14-16. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  Commissions,  37. 

Taking  of  property  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  6-25. 

Injury  to  property  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages, 
2-5. 

Value  of  property,  as  basis  of  return,  see  Retubn,  16,  17. 

Accounting  records  of  utility  to  be  transferred  with  physical  prop- 
erty, see  Sale,  1. 

Value  of  property  as  limiting  amount  for  which  securities  may  be 
issued,  see  Secitbity  Issues,  30. 

Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Security  Issues,  31. 

Property  sold  not  included  in  valuation  where  rental  therefor  is 
charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  127. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  sales  and  leases  of  prop- 
erty, P.U.R.1919E,  pp.  56,  57. 

PROPERTY  ABANDONED. 

"Property  abandoned'*  account  not  authorized,  see  Accx)UNTmo,  0. 
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PROPERTT  NOT  OWNED. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  property  not  owned,  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
217. 

PROPEBTT  NOT  USED  OB  USEFTJI.. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  135-158. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  property  not  in  use,  P.U.R.19J9E,  p. 
210. 

PROSPECTIVE  EARNINGS. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  return,  see  Betubtt,  191-195. 
Duty  of  street  railway  company  to  extend  service  as  affected  1^ 
prospective  return,  see  Sebvioe,  74,  79. 

PROTECTION. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  crossing  protection,  see  Cbossinos,  20,  21, 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintaining  protection  at  crossing  be- 
tween electric  railway  and  steam  railroad,  see  Cbossinqs, 
20,  21. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  requiring  installation  of  interloddng 
device  at  railroad  crossing,  see  Mandakus,  4. 

Water  rates  for  fire  protection,  ^  Rates,  395-402. 

Metering  water  for  fire  protection  service,  see  Sesviot,  242. 

PROTEST. 

Recovery  of  excessive  charges  although  paid  without  protest^  see 
Repa&ation,  3. 

PROXY. 

Vote  of  stockholders  by,  see  Consolidation,  Misoeb,  and  Salb,  S. 

PUBLIC. 

Order  set  aside  where  utility,  oity,  and  publie  all  are  dissatisfied, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  6. 

Basis  for  computing  depreciation  of  union  station  partially  built 
by  public,  see  Depbbciation,  18. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees 
are  on  a  strike,  see  Sebvioe,  22. 

Act  of  Congress  as  ittiposing  common  law  duty  upon  utilities  to 
serve  public,  see  Sebvice,  62. 

Street  railway  service  not  to  be  abandoned  without  evidence  that 
public  will  not  support  it,  see  Service,  189. 

Lack  of  patronage  as  evidence  that  service  is  not  required  hy  pub- 
lic, see  Sebvice,  196. 

Outstanding  bondage  indebtedness  as  minimum  fair  value  of  plant 
under  Maryland  statute,  see  Valuation,  38. 

Land  dedicated  to  the  public  as  a  development  loss,  see  Valuation, 
143. 
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PUBUO  CAIXINQ. 

Whether  company  selling  electricity  is  engaged  in  public  calling  as 
question  of  fact  or  law,  see  Public  Utioties,  5. 

PUBUO  COMVEIKIEMCE  AND  NECESSITT. 

Proof  of,  for  a  through  railroad  rate,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  48. 

Certificates  of,  see  Cebtipicates  op  Convenience  and  NECEssrry. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and 
necessity  of  railroad  'station,  see  Sebvicb,  175. 

Volume  of  business  aAd  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to 
railroad  to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  side- 
track, see  Sebvioe,  177. 

PUBUC  FIRE  PROTECTION. 

See  FiBE  Peotection. 

PUBLIC  GOOD. 

Definition  of  "public  good"  as  used  In  New  Hampshire  statute, 
P.U.R,1919E,  p.  152. 

PUBLIC  HIGHWAYS. 

Generally,  see  Highways  and  Streets. 

PUBLIC  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  of  selectmen  requiring 
relocation  of  street  railway  as  public  improvemoit,  see  Com- 
missions, 14. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within 
provision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  not  order 
relocation  of  tracks  except  for  purposes  of  public  improvement, 
see  Street  Bail  ways,  8. 

PUBLIC  INTEREST. 

Water  sold  with  land  for  use  thereon  as  affected  with  public  inter- 
est, see  PuBuo  Utilities,  49. 

PUBLIC  OFFICERS. 

Liability  to  costs,  see  Commissions,  !• 

PUBLIC  POLICY. 

As  favoring  regulation  rather  than  competition,  see  Monopoly  and 

Competition,  9. 
Wage  increase  conditioned  on  future  increase  in  rates  as  against 

public  policy,  see  Rettubn,  161. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE. 

See  Public  Utilities,  47-63. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COHMISSION  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBUC  SQUABE. 

Jurisdiction  of  CommisBlon  to  determine  validity  of  location  of 
street  railway  within  public  square,  see  Commissioits,  15. 

PUBUC  USE. 

Missouri  statute  as  contemplating  sdle  of  electricity  for  public  use 

only,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  40. 
What  constitutes  dedication  of  water  to  public  use,  see  Public 

Utilities,  48.       * 
Water  leased  to  others  under  private  contract  as  devoted  to  public 

use,  see  Public  Utilities,  61. 
Value  of  property  devoted  to  public  use  as  basis  of  return,  see 

Return,  16,  17. 

public  utilities. 

I.  In  general,  1—5. 
JI.  What  constitutes  a  '^puhlic  utUity,**  6-^6. 
a.  Character  of  company  or  person,  6-^33, 

1.  In  general,  C— «. 

2.  Municipal  plants,  9^11, 

3.  Mutual  companies,   12^10. 

4.  Baggage  transfer  companies,  20,  21* 
6,  Natural  gas  companies,  22, 

6,  Land  company  furnishing  water,  23'^27> 

7.  Water  company  supplying  mining  interests,  28,  20. 

8.  Company  selling  water  for  power,  30* 

9,  Operator  of  toll  bridge,  31. 

10.  Operator  of  automolMe  for  hire,  32. 

11,  Sight-seeing  bus,  33. 
h.  Tests  of  status,  34-^6, 

1,  In  general,  34^-38. 

2,  Possession  of  franchise,  30. 

3.  Selling  for  public  use,  40. 

4.  Receiving  compensation,  41. 

6.  Selling  surplus  prodtict,  42^44, 

6.  Rendering  service  only  under  contract,  4S. 

7.  Rendering  service  only  at  wholesale,  4e. 
III.  What  constitutes  "pubMo  service,**  47-5a. 

See  generally  Automobiles;  Baggage  Tbansfes  Company;  Elbo- 
tricitt;  Express;  Ferries;  Gas;  Heating;  Interurban  Rail- 
ways; Irrigation;  Monorail  Railroad;  Municipal  Plants; 
Natural  Gas;  Pipe  Lines;  Railroads;  Sewers;  Stockyards; 
Street  Railroads ;>  Telegraphs ;  Telephones;  Water;  Wharvfs. 

See  also  Accounting;  Appeal  and  Review;  Appobtionkent;  Certifi- 
cates OF  Ck>NYENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY;  COMMISSIONS;   CONSOLIDA- 
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TiDif,  Meroeb,  and  Sale;  Constittttional  Law;  Cbossuvgs;  Db- 

PRECIATTON;  DiSCBIMI NATION ;  FRANCHISES;  InTEBOOBPOBATE  RE- 
LATIONS; Interstate  Commerce;  Intrastate  Commerce;  Monop- 
OLY  and  Competition;  MrNiciPALrriES ;  Ordebs;  Payment;  Rates; 
Reparation;  Retubn;  Security  Issues;  Service;  Valuation. 

I.  In  general. 

Books  to  show  true  relationship  between  utility  and  contractor  building 
plant  and  owning  all  of  stock  of  company,  see  Accounting,  3. 

Order  set  aside  where  utility,  municipality  and  public  are  all  dissatis- 
fied, see  Appeal  and  Reviem',  6. 

Review  of  order  declaring  company  to  be  a  public  utility,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  22. 

Approval  by  Pennsylvania  Commission  of  incorporation  of  public  utility 
as  equivalent  to  a  certificate  of  convenience  to  do  business,  see 
Automobiles,  11. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construction 
by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered  territory, 
see  Certificates  or  Conveniexce  and  Necessity,  13, 

Provision  in  Tennessee  Railroad  Commission  Act  as  to  eligibility  of 
Commissioners  carried  over  into  act  extending  powers  to  all  utili- 
ties, see  Commissions,  3. 

Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utilities 
other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  see  CoNSTrnjTiONAL  Law, 
29,  30. 

Power  of  state  to  operate  utility  and  pay  deficit  by  taxation,  see  Consti- 
tutional Law,  102. 

Power  of  state  to  raise  money  by  taxation  to  pay  deficit  of  state-man- 
aged utility  without  violating  prohibition  against  use  of  money 
raised  by  taxation  for  private  purposes,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
103. 

Right  of  utility  to  earn  from  consumers  return  sufficient  to  care  for  re- 
placements, see  Depreciation,  2. 

Effect  of  statement  by  officers  that  company  is  not  a  quasi  public  cor- 
poration, made  for  purpose  of  extending  corporate  life,  see  Estop- 
pel, 2. 

Injunction  to  restrain  Commission  from  compelling  utility  to  adhere  to 
confiscatory  statute,  see  Injunction,  7. 

Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rate^  under  Delaware 
statute,  see  Pabties,  2. 

Eifect  of  increase  in  rates  as  question  for  utility  management,  see 
Rates,  3. 

Pu))lic  utilities  to  bear  part  of  war  burden,  see  Rbtfurn,  242-251. 

Power  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  state,  see  Service,  31. 

Act  of  Congress  as  imposing  common-law  duty  upon  utilities  to  serve 
public,  see  Service,  62. 

Riglit  of  state  to  make  assessments  to  pay  deficit  in  operation  of  state 
managed  utility,  see  Taxation,  L 
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Discussion  as  to  public  representation  on  Board  of  Directors  of 
Public  Utilities,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  285. 

1.  The  president  of  a  public  utility  should  not  also  act  virtually  as 
its  sole  contractor,  engineer,  and  general  manager.  Re  Scituate  Water 
Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

2.  All  public  utilities  in  Indiana  are  subject  to  the  terms  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Act,  and  therefore  have  no  option  whether 
they  will  accept  or  reject  its  terms.  Re  Orleans  Electric  Light  &,  P.  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  979. 

3.  The  power  to  operate  a  telegraph  or  telephone  system  as  a- 
public  utility  outside  of  the  zone  of  military  operations  is  not  one 
of  the  powers  necessarily  appurtenant  to  the  office  of  President  of  the 
United  States  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army,  and  can  be  right- 
fully exercised  by  him  only  when  authorized  by  Congress.  State  ex  rel. 
Collins  V.  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  340 
(S.  C.  —  Miss.  — ,  81  So.  404). 

4.  A  public  utility  should  not  carry  its  own  insurance  where  the 
consumers  are  contributing,  through  rates,  an  amount  sufficient  to  en- 
able it  to  insure  against  every  contingency  which  may  arise.  Re  Wis- 
consin Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

5.  Whether  a  given  concern  selling  electricity  is,  as  such,  engaged 
in  a  public  calling,  is  in  the  first  instance  a  question  of  fact  for 
Commission  decision,  and  then  a  question  of  law  upon  all  the  facts 
as  found.  Acker,  M.  &  C.  Co.  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.UJl. 
1919B,  278. 

II.  What  constitutes  a  "public  utUityJ* 

a.  CTiaracter  of  company  or  person. 

Annotation  on  what  constitutes  a  public  utility,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
743;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  128. 

1.  In  general. 

Control  of  Michigan  Conunission  over  telephone  companies  as  com- 
mon carriers,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  46. 

6.  An  individual  or  company  who  undertakes  to  furnish  water 
to  all  persons  within  a  given  area  making  application  therefor,  and 
willing  to  pay  the  rates'^  prescribed  for  the  service  furnished,  is  a 
public  utility  under  the  Oregon  statute,  although  the  number  of 
consumers  is  not  more  than  sixty.  Re  Garden  Home  Waterworks  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  121. 

7.  Rural  telephone  companies  in  the  joint  ownership  and  operation 
of  a  switchboard  for  the  interchange  of  traffic  between  tiieir  several 
lines,  and  between  their  lines  and  the  long-distance  circuit  of  another 
company,  for  the  use  of  the  general  public,  are  public  utilities  within 
the  meaning  of  chapter  279,  of  the  General  Laws  of  Oregon  for  1911, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Home  Independent 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Three  Ridge  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919D,  780. 

8.  The  New  York  Commission  authorized  by  the  Public  Service  Corn- 
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missions  Law  to  proceed  against  "electrical  corporations**  for  viola- 
tions of  law  may  apply  to  the  courts  for  an  injunction  against  a 
manufacturing  corporation  illegally  supplying  electricity  to  the  public; 
since  a  manufaeturing  corporation  operating  under  such  drcomstances 
falls  within  the  statutory  definition  of  an  electrical  corporation.  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  v.  Rogers  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U,R.1919A,  876  (S.  C. 
—  App.  Div.  — ,  172  N.  Y.  Supp.  498). 

2.  Municipal  plants* 

9.  Under  the  Colorado  statutes  municipal  plants  are  public  utilities 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conunission.  Farmers  Electric  k  P. 
Co.  V.  Ault  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1019E,  371. 

10.  The  Missouri  Commission  ha«  jurisdiction  over  the  rates  and 
services  of  municipally  owned  electric  plants.  United  States  Cooperage 
Co.  V.  Maldwi   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  49. 

11.  The  Missouri  Commission  will  not  disregard  the  plain  intent  of 
a  statute  taking  mimicipally  owned  water  plants  from  under  its  juris- 
diction, until  the  courts  have  authoritatively  held  the  act  unconstitu- 
tional.  United  States  Cooperage  Co.  y.  Maiden  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  49. 

8*  Mutual  companies, 

12.  By  Laws  1915,  chap.  152,  §§  1,  2  (Gen.  Stat.  Supp.  1917,  §§ 
4623-1,  4623-2),  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  is  given 
jurisdiction  and  supervisorj-  powers  over  telephone  companies  the  same 
as  it  has  over  railroad  and  express  companies;  and  such  jurisdiction 
extends  to  all  companies  which  are  engaged  in  furnishing  telephone 
service,  regardless  of  the  character  of  their  organization.  State  ex  rel. 
Hilton  T.  Four  Lakes  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919B,  247  (S.  C.  141 
Minn.  124,  169  N.  W.  480). 

13.  A  telephone  company,  although  originally  organized  for  the 
mutual  convenience  of  its  members,  is  a  public  utility,  subject  to  the 
usual  obligations  as  to  extensions  of  service,  where  service  extensions 
have  been  granted  to  new  subscribers,  and  not  all  of  its  subscribers  are 
members  or  stockholders  of  the  company.  Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  655. 

14.  The  duty  of  a  telephone  company  to  furnish  service  is  not  affected 
by  any  question  of  the  ownership  of  its  stock  by  an  applicant  where 
the  company  serves  subscribeis  who  are  not  stockholders,  since  such 
a  company  is  a  public  utility.  Dykes  v.  Flanagan  k  D.  Teleph.  Co.  ( 111. ) 
P.U.R.1919F,   36. 

15.  A  mutual  telephone  company  connected  with  a  public  utility 
doing  business  as  a  commercial  enterprise  for  hire  is  a  part  of  such 
public  utility  or  common  carrier  and  in  Nebraska,  is  subject  to  regu- 
lation by  the  state  in  the  same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  the 
system  of  which  it  is  a  part.  Doxstader  v.  Southern  Elkhom  Teleph. 
Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  314. 

16.  A  mutual  water  company  becomes  a  a  public  utility,  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  California  Conunission,  by  selling  water  to  those 
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who  do  not  hold  its  atock.    Frazer  v.  Stanford  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  663. 

17.  A  mutual  water  company,  under  the  California  statute,  does  not 
become  a  public  utility  merely  because  it  serves  water  to  persons  who- 
lease  from  stockholders  land  to  which  stock  of  the  company  is  appurte- 
nant, and  stich  persons  pay  the  charges  for  the  services  directly  to  the 
company.    Paddock  v.  Las  Flores  Water  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  359. 

18.  A  water  distributing  company  whose  by-laws  provide  that  water 
shall  be  delivered  to  stockholders  only,  and  which  has  strictly  followed 
that  policy,  is  not  a  public  utility,  but  a  mutual  water  company  within 
the  meaning  of  §  (bb)  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Act,  and 
chapter  80  of  the  laws  of  1913,  and  consequently  not  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission.  Clark  v.  Tulare  Lake  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.UA1919D,  976. 

19.  Under  the  California  statute,  a  water  company  selling  water, 
under  contract  or  otherwise,  to  others  than  its  stockholders  or  mem- 
bers at  cost,  is  a  public  utility  subject  to  the  jurisdiction,  control, 
and  regulation  of  the  Railroad  Commission.  Re  Citizens  Water  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  523. 

4,  Baggtige  transfer  companies, 

20.  A  baggage  transfer  company  which  has  contracts  with  railroad 
companies  in  the  checking  of  baggage  and  in  the  collection  and  deliver- 
ing of  baggage  between  railroad  stations,  and  between  railroad  stations 
and  hotels,  residences,  business  places,  or  steamer  docks,  is  a  common 
carrier  within. the  meaning  of  §  2  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law,  and  is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  First  District  Com- 
mission, where  operating  in  the  city  of  New  York.  Re  New  York  Trans- 
fer Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  690. 

21.  An  express  company  having  the  exclusive  privilege,  under  the 
supervision  of  railroad  companies,  of  transporting  passengers  and 
ba^zgage  to  and  from  a  central  station,  is  a  common  carrier  under  a 
statutory  definition  which  includes  express  companies,  baggage  com- 
panies, and  transfer  companies  when  ''operated  wholly  or  in  part  upon 
or  in  connection  witl^  a  railroad  or  street  railroad."  Re  Westcott  Exp. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  733. 

5.  Natural  gas  ewnpaniea. 

22.  A  company  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Missouri  for  the 
purpose  of  producing  and  selling  gas,  and  engaged  in  the  business 
of  transporting  and  selling  natural  gas  in  a  city  under  a  franchise 
granted  by  such  city,  is  a  public  utility  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law,  and,  consequently  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Re  Parkville  Oil  k  Gas  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  502. 

6.  Land  company  furnishing  water, 

23.  Land  companies  solely  in  control  of  the  production,  distributioii^ 
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sale,  and  mangement  of  water  supplied  to  landowners,  are  public  utili- 
ties, subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Arizona  Commission.  Walker  v. 
Tucson  Farms  Co.  (Ariz.)   P.U.R.1919E,  350. 

24.  A  land  company  owning  lots  in  a  town  site,  which  assumed  the 
responsibility  for  and  maintained  and  operated  a  water  system  laid  in 
the  streets  of  the  town,  and  collected  rates  for  many  years,  is  a  public 
utility  subject  to  the  regulation  of  the  California  Commission.  Harris 
V.  California  Vineyards  &  Improv.  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1J)19F,  516. 

25.  A  land  company  which  installed  pipes  and  pumping  station, 
and  purchased  water  from  a  public  utility  water  company,  and  at  its 
own  expense  distributed  water  through  its  tracts  of  land,  and  collected 
rates  from  purchasers  thereof,  is  a  public  utility;  and  the  mere  fact 
that  its  articles  of  incorporation  did  not  authorize  it  to  pursue  the 
business  of  a  public  utility  does  not  justify  it  in  attempting  to  escape 
the  responsibility  of  serving  water.  Dwight  v.  Lyon  &  Hoag  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  519. 

26.  A  company  selling  water  rights  to  owners  of  land  for  use 
thereon  and  appurtenant  thereto  is  not  shown  to  be  a  public  serrice 
corporation  as  to  such  waters  by  dedication  to  public  use,  on  evidence 
that  prior  thereto  it  maintained  a  public  watering  trough  on  a  certain 
town  site,  and  devoted  a  portion  of  its  water  to  the  supply  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  town;  that  it  fixed  the  rates  for  water  sold  by  it; 
that  it  submitted  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  Railroad  Comn»is- 
sion,  after  the  sale  of  such  water  rights;  and  that  one  of  the  purposes 
of  its  incorporation  was  stated  to  be  to  supply  the  inhabitants  of 
certain  towns  with  pure  water  for  domestic  purposes;  especially  where 
the  evidence  also  shows  that  the  company  purposed  by  its  incorpora- 
tion to  acquire  water  by  purchase  and  appropriation ;  that  it  has  never 
imdertaken  to  do  so  by  condemnation;  and  that  the  price  paid  by 
the  landowners  for  their  water  rights  was  such  as  to  indicate  that 
the  parties  believed  they  were  dealing  in  their  private  capacities.  Allen 
▼.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  398  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  --, 
—  A.L.R.  — ,  175  Pac.  466). 

27.  The  distributing  system  of  a  water  company  selling  water  rights 
to  landowners  cannot  be  considered  as  a  separate  and  public  service, 
the  rates  for  which  as  to  such  landowners  can  be  fixed  by  the  Cali- 
fornia Commission,  and  made  to  exceed  the  rates  specified  in  their 
water  certificates.  Allen  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.l^lOA, 
398  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  175  Pac.  466). 

7.  Water  company  supplying  mining  interests, 

28.  The  owner  of  a  ditch  originally  constructed  and  used  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  mining  interests  is  not  a  public  utility  over 
which  the  California  Commission  has  jurisdiction,  because  at  the  ter- 
mination of  the  mining  interests,  the  caretaker  of  the  ditch  delivered 
water  and  collected  rates  therefor  for  its  own  financial  interest.  Por- 
teous  V.  Purdy   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  537. 

29.  An  electric  company,  in  supplying  minin":  companies  with  power, 
is  not  acting  as  a  private  but  as  a  public  utility,  where,  whatever  its 
original  purpose  or  intention  or  charter  provisions  may  have  been,  it 
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has  since  held  itself  out  to  supply  this  character  of  service  to  all  per- 
sons similarly  situated  upon  substantially  the  same  terms  and  condi- 
tions.   Re  Appalachian  Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  280. 

S,  Company  aelling  water  for  power, 

30.  A  company  which,  owning  land  on  both  sides  of  a  river  and  also 
owning  the  bed  of  the  stream,  constructs  a  dam  and  leases  the  use 
of  water  under  private  contract,  the  company  merely  conducting  the 
water  to  the  lessee's  premises,  is  not  a  public  utility,  although  one  of 
its  lessees  is  a  public  utility  and  it  possesses  a  franchise  from  the  state 
empowering  it  to  construct  a  dam  and  to  exercise  the  power  of  eminent 
domain.  O'Neil  v.  Marseilles  Land  &  Water  Power  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  732. 

9,  Operator  of  toll  bridge. 

31.  The  <^rator  of  a  toll  bridge,  whether  a  person,  firm,  or  cor- 
poration, is  by  express  definition  constituted  a  "public  service  cor- 
poration," and  as  such  is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  our  Public 
Service  Commission  Act  (chap.  15o,  Code  [§§  636-656]),  even  though 
the  structure  is  an  interstate  bridge,  provided  it  is  not  one  used  or 
operated  in  connection  with  a  railroad.  Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  E.  L. 
&  B.  Valley  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  895  (S-  a  —  W.  Va. 
— ,  99  S.  E.  207). 

10.  Operator  of  autontohlle  for  hire, 

32.  A  person  who  operates  an  automobile  for  hire,  although  not 
with  the  intention  of  establishing  a  route,  nevertheless  conducts  a 
public  utility  under  the  Utah  statutes,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Utah  Commission.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Qarviloch  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919E,  182  (S.  C.  —  Utah,  — ,  181  Pac.  272). 

11,  Sight-seeing  hue, 

33.  A  *'s!ght-8eeing"  bus  ;s  not  a  common  carrier  within  the  usual 
acceptation  of  the  term,  and  should  not  be  treated  as  such  unless 
especially  required  by  statute.  Re  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  63. 

b.  Testa  of  stattis, 

1,  In  general, 

84.  The  question  whether  a  corporation  is.  or  is  not,  a  public  utility, 
is  determined  by  its  acts,  and  not  by  what  its  charter  provides.  State 
ex  rel.  Danciger  &  Co.  v.  Public  Serv.  Com.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  353 
(S.  C.  275  Mo.  483,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  205  S.  W.  36). 

35  An  incorporated  company  delivering  water  to  anyone  applying 
therefor  is  not  to  he  considered  as  a  private  company,  merely  because 
it  secures  an  extension  of  its  corporate  life  by  a  ceitificate  signed  by 
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its  officers,  directors,  and  stockholders  stating  that  the  company  was 
not  a  quasi  public  corporation.  Re  Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

36.  A  corporation  organized  for  private  business,  although  the  in- 
corporators state  in  their  certificate  that  they  are  acting  under  article 
7  of  the  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  cannot  turn 
itself  by  ew  parte  amendments,  under  §  18  of  the  Stock  Corporation 
Law,  into  a  corporation  organized  for  public  service.  People  ex  rel. 
Cayuga  Power  Corp.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
350   (S.  C.  226  N.  Y.  527,  124  N.  E.  105). 

37.  A  canal  company,  although  organized  for  the  purpose  of  serv- 
ing only  its  stockholders  with  water  for  irrigation  purposes,  is,  never- 
theless, a  public  utility  if  its  articles  of  incorporation  do  not  limit 
its  service,  and  the  company  actually  supplies  a  person  who  is  not  a 
stockholder.     Re  New  State  Canal  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919A,  672. 

38.  A  company  incwporated  originally  only  to  generate  and  dis- 
tribute electricity,  upon  or  through  private  property,  for  railroad  or 
street  railroad  purposes,  or  for  the  use  of  its  tenants,  may  by  the 
amendment  of  its  charter  under  §  18,  of  the  New  York  Sto<^  Cor- 
poration Law,  become  entitled,  with  the  certificate  of  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission,  to  carry  on  the  business  of  an  electrical  corporation; 
and  it  is  immaterial  whether  the  original  certificate  created  a^  busi- 
ness or  transportation  corporation.  People  ex  rel.  Cayuga  Power  Corp. 
▼.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  26&  (S.  C.  184 
App.  IMv.  781,  172  N.  Y.  Siipp.  633). 

2,  Possession  of  franchise* 

39.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  a  company  so 
long  as  it  continues  to  generate  and  sell  electricity  to  the  public,  ir- 
respective of  whether  it  has  a  valid  franchise.  Re  Portageville  Light  & 
P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  586. 

5.  Selling  for  public  use, 

40.  The  provisions  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Acts, 
defining  an  electric  plant  and  an  electrical  corporation,  although  con- 
taining no  provision  that  the  sale  of  electricity  by  such  plants  or 
corporations  must  be  to  the  public,  must  be  construed  to  mean  that 
such  sales  must  be  "for  public  use."  State  ex  rel.  Danciger  &  Co.  v. 
:?ublic  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  353  (S.  C.  275  Mo. 
483,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  205  S.  W.  36). 

4.  Receiving  compensation. 

41.  A  water  utility,  which  receives  no  compensation  for  its  service, 
is  not  a  public  utility  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  California  Com- 
mission.   Graham  v.  Ocean  Shore  Land  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  662. 

5.  Selling  surplus  product, 

42.  Upon  the  question  of  whether  the  selling  of  surplus  electric 
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energy  by  a  private  business  concern  to  a  few  cuBtomers  coDstitutet 
public  utility  business,  the  motive  with  which  service  may  have  been 
discontinued  in  a  particular  case  is  immaterial.  State  ex  rel.  Danciger 
&  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  353  (S.  C. 
275  Mo.  483,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  205  S.  W.  36). 

43.  The  sale  of  surplus  electric  energy  of  a  private  industrial  con- 
cern by  the  owners  thereof,  under  a  separate  business  name,  to  a  few 
customers  within  a  limited  area,  does  not  constitute  a  public  utility 
business  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Conunis- 
sion,  where  there  is  no  profession  of  public  service  and  no  franchise 
authorizing  such  a  service  to  be  conducted;  and  therefore  service  to 
a  particular  individual  cannot  be  compelled.  State  ex  rel.  Danciger  & 
Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  353  (S.  C.  276 
Mo.  483,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  205  S.  W.  36). 

44.  A  wholesale  grocery  corporation  which  generates  electricity 
with  a  plant  designed  and  operated  primarily  to  furnish  heat  and 
light,  and  incidentally  power  and  refrigeration,  for  the  building  in 
which  it  is  located  and  the  tenants  thereof,  but  which  furnishes  cur- 
rent to  the  owners  or  tenants  of  three  other  buildings  in  the  same 
block,  was  held  not  to  be  engaged,  either  as  a  matter  of  law  or  fact, 
in  a  public  calling  aa  a  vender  of  electricity,  or  an  electrical  corpora- 
tion within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Acker,  M.  &  C.  Co.  v. 
New  York  Edison  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  278. 

6,  Bendering  service  only  under  oorUract, 

46.  The  fact  that  a  canal  company  requires  all  irrigationists  to  sign 
a  standard  form  of  contract  before  receiving  water  does  not  in  itself 
prove  that  the  company  is  not  a  public  utility.  Re  Fresno  Oaaal  & 
Land  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

7.  Bendering  service  only  at  wholesale, 

46.  A  company  which  owns  a  water  system  in  a  city,  and  which 
formerly  operated  it  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  to  constitute 
it  a  public  utility  had  the  Illinois  Public  Utility  Act  been  in  force, 
continues  to  be  a  public  utility,  subject  to  the  control  of  the  Commis- 
sion, although  it  leases  its  mains  and  all  of  its  equipment  to  the  city, 
and  merely  supplies  water  to  the  city  at  wholesale  for  resale  by  the 
city  to  the  inhabitants  thereof.  Re  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co. 
(111.)    P.U.R.1919B,  833. 

Ill,  What  constitutes  "public  service,** 

Manufacture  and  sale  of  electricity  to  tenants  by  company  organized 
under  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law  as  public  service, 
see  Public  Utilities,  50. 

Sale  and  delivery  of  electric  current  from  one  company  to  another  for 
resale  as  public  service,  see  Public  Utilities,  62. 

47.  The  California  constitutional  and  statutory  definitions  of  pub- 
lic utilities  apply  only  to  such  properties  that  have,  in  fact,  been 
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devoted  to  a  public  use,  and  are  not  intended  to  impress  with  a  public 
use  properties  which  have  not  been  devoted  thereto.  Allen  v.  Railroad 
Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  398  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — , 
175  Pac.  466). 

48.  The  sale  by  a  private  water  company  of  half  of  its  supply  for 
a  single  year  for  the  purpose  of  irrigation  does  not  amount  to  a  dedica- 
tion of  that  proportion  of  the  water  to  public  use,  wliere  the  sale  was 
made  solely  as  a  temporary  relief  from  drouth  to  outside  lands  T^hich 
would  otherwise  have  suffered  severe  damage.  Allen  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission (Cal.)  P.U.R;1919A,  398  (8.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  175 
Pac.  466). 

49.  Water  sold  with  land  for  use  thereon,  and  as  an  appurtenance 
thereto,  is  not  affected  with  a  public  interest;  and  the  fact  that  the 
persons  holding  separate  water  rights,  each  upon  hi«i  own  land,  are 
numerooBy  does  not  convert  their  several  private  uses  into^  a  public 
use.  Allen  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  398  (S.  C. 
—  Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  175  Pac.  466). 

60.  The  manufacture  and  sale  by  a  lighting  corporation  organized 
under  the  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  of  electric  cur- 
rent for  profit  to  a  large  number  of  tenants  in  various  buildings,  con- 
trolled by  the  same  persons  who  control  the  lighting  company,  is  a 
public  service  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions. 
Re  Lawrence  Park  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  31.       * 

61.  The  property  of  a  water  company  is  not  devoted  to  public  use 
where  the  company  owns  no  machinery  whatever  and  the  water  collected 
by  its  dams  is  leased  to  others  imder  private  contract,  and  is  not  fur- 
nished to  the  public  generally.  O'Neil  v.  Marseilles  Land  &  Water 
Power  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D, -732. 

52.  The  sale  and  delivery  of  electric  current  by  one  company  to 
another  for  redistribution  to  the  public  constitutes  public  service  and 
is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission.  Re  East  St.  Louis 
Light  &  P.  Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919E,  379. 

53.  A  producer  of  gas  who  has  recently  entered  a  proven  field  cannot 
demand  the  use  of  the  facilities  of  a  company  which  has  developed 
such  field,  without  making  a  showing  either  that  ouch  company  has 
been  engaged  in  purchasing  gas  from  other  companies  or  in  carrying 
gas  for  others.  American  Indian  Oil  k  Gas  Co.  v.  Le  Flore  County  Gaa 
&  E.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  464, 

PUBUC  UTILITIEIS  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSIOH. 

See  Commissions. 

PUBLISHING. 

Of  schedules  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Rates,  202. 

PULLMAN  OAKS. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  $4. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 19.     ' 
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PUMPING. 

Coal  consumption  indicating  inefficient '  management^  lee  Retubn, 
98,  99. 

PURCHASE. 

■  Sale  of  utility  property  not  to  result  in  unreaeonaMe  increase  in 

rates,  se^  CoNSOLiDATioNy  Mebqeb,  and  Sale,  1. 
Of  utility,  see  Sai^. 

PURCHASE  PRICE. 

As  measure  of  value,  see  Valttattow,  26-31. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  determining  reasonableness  of  pur- 
chase price  of  utility,  see  Valuatioit,  53. 

PURITY. 

Of  water  supply,  see  SEByiOB,  24L 

QUANTUM  MERUIT. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  claim  for  intrastate  swltdiing 
rates,  see  Rates,  17. 

QUASI  PUBIJC  CORPORATION. 

'  Effect  of  declaration  of  officers  and  stockbolders  tbat  company  is  not 
a  quasi  public  corporation,  made  for  the  purpose  ol  extending 
corporate  life,  see  Pxtbijo  Utilities,  3d. 

QUESTION  OF  FACT. 

What  constitutes  interstate  commerce  as,  see  Intebstatb  Com- 

ICEBCE,  1. 

QUORUM. 

Of  Massachusetts  Commission,  see  Commissions,  0* 

RADIATION. 

Basis  of  computing  radiation,  see  Discbtminatiotv,  4&. 

Method  of  computing  radiation  for  which  heating  rate  is  to  be 

charged,  see  Rates,  257. 
As  basis  of  service  charge  for  steam  heating,  see  Bates,  259. 
See  also  Commissions. 

rahroad  commission. 

See  Commissions. 

RAILROAD  ULW. 

Bee  Statutes. 
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BAHiROADS* 

J.  In  generalf  J— 5. 
II.  Federal  control ,  4,  5. 
Ill,  Construction  and  operationf  0-9. 
IV.  FtUl  crew  act,  10. 

I,  In  general. 

Louisiana  Conimifltion  not  required  to  show  cause  as  to  discretionary 

order,  see  Appkal  ahd  Rbvikw,  21. 
Violation    of    company's    charter    not    at   issue    on    review    oi    order 

requiring   continuation   oi   operation,    see    Appeal   and    Review, 

25. 
Order  of  Commission  upheld  by  state  courts  requiring  restoration  of 

sidetrack  as  state  law  subject  to  review  by  Federal  Supreme  Court 

under  laws  <^  Congress  and  Federal  Constitution,  see  Appeal  ai«d 

Review,  29. 
Order  requiring  railroad  to  transport  show  as  denial  of  due  process 

and  equal  protectioD,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  31. 
Ei^t  on  appeal  under  Missouri  statute,  of  receivers  to  raise  point 

favorable*  to  nonappealing  railroad,  see  Appeal  ani>  Rsvie;w,  38. 
Propriety  of  charge  to  jury  as  to  duty  of  railroad  couched  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute,  see  Aj^eal  and  Review,  43. 
Sufficiency  of  ilndingB  as  to  joint  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  47. 
City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  party  to  suit  in  equity  by 

railroad   against  Commission   to  review  rate  order,   see   Appeal 

AND  Review,  54. 
When  shippers  not  party  to  original  proceeding  are  entitled  to  appeal, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  65. 
Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  decree 

enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  and  RrviEW, 

59-62. 
Right  of  stockholders  to  question  right  of  railroad  to  guarantee  bonds 

of  another  company,  see  Certiobari,  5. 
Power  of  Michigan  Commission  to  pass  upon  right  of  railroad  company 

to  guarantee  bonds  of  another  company,  see  Commissions,  35.        < 
Power  of  state  Commission  to  make  physical  valuation  of  railroad  as 

limited  by  Federal  statute  giving  such  power  to  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  see  Commissions,  67. 
General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 
Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates  for 

intrastate  transportation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13. 
Order  requiring  railroads  to  perform  duty  to  public  as  denial  of  due 

process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  16,  17. 
Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case  finished 

product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 
Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utilitiee 

other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  see  CONsnxuTiONAt  Law^ 

29,  30. 
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Power  of  California  Commission  to  change  rates  to  be  paid  for  water 
by  railroad  company,  see  Constitutional  Law,  77. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  rates  of  railroad  under 
Federal  control,  see  Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Right  of  utility  to  earn  from  consumers  return  sufficient  to  care  for 
replacements,  see  I>epbeciation,  2. 

Basis  for  computing  depreciation  of  uni<m  station,  see  Depreciation, 
18. 

Rental  of  consumers'  equipment  as  a  rebate,  see  Discrimination,  38. 

Discrimination  in  railroad  rates,  see  Discriicination,  54-60. 

Interstate  rates  not  to  be  used  to  show  that  intrastate  rate  is  Tiolative 
of  long  and  short  haul  of  state  Constitution,  see  Discbdonation, 
55. 

Absorption  of  some  switching  charges  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrim- 
ination, 60, 

Discontinuance  of  warehouse  by  railroad  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 82. 

Contract  to  furnish  water  to  railroad  free  in  consideration  of  grant 
of  right  of  way  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  95. 

iWithhoIding  consent  to  taking  property  by  eminent  domain  because  of 
pendency  of  partition  suit,  see  Eminbnt  Domain,  1. 

Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  including  bridges  used  by  railroads  and  in- 
terurban  railways,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  2. 

Exaction  of  fee  for  certificate  for  issuance  of  securities  as  interference  ^ 
with  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  25. 

Damages  for  breach  of  contract  to  lease  railroad  not  approved  by  Mas- 
sachusetts Commission,  see  Leases,  1. 

Competition  of  automobile  stage  line  and  railroad,  see  Monopoly  and 
Competition,  25. 

Jurisdicticm  of  state  courts  over  claim  for  intrastate  switching  rates, 
see  Rates,  17. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  switching  rates  for  service  rendered 
subsequent  to  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  see  Rates,  18. 

Jurisdiction  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  over  switching  charge 

^  .  ^.QMide  by  plant  facility  to  line  carrier,  see  Rates,  22. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  winter  operation  of, 
sect  Rates,  26. 

Power  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  as  affected  by  Federal 
control,  see  Rates,  35-41. 

Qoncurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regulate 
rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  joint  railroads  rates  under  Illinois  stat- 
ute in  absence  of  evidence  of  public  necessity,  see  Rates,  105. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Indiana  statute  to  regulate  joint  rates  on 
railroad,  see  Rates,  106. 

Comparison  of  ton -mile  earnings  on  steam  railroad  with  those  of  Intet- 
urban  railways,,  see  Rates,  145. 

Effect  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  render  invalid  railroad  rates  not 
filed  with  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates,  200. 

Bates  on,  see  Rates  generally  and  particularly,  291-322. 
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Commutation  tickets  on,  see  Rates,  295,  296. 

Definition  of  term  "line"  as  used  in  railroad  joint  rate  tariff,  see 
Rates,  310'. 

Construction  of  Florida  statute  relative  to  adding  switching  charge  to 
line  haul  charge,  see  Rates,  319. 

Proof  of  violation  of  long  and  short-haul  clause  of  California  con- 
stitution, see  Repabation,  2,  3. 

Parties  to  proceedings  for  reparation,  see  Reparation,  9. 

Newly  constructed  railroad  to  be  given  fair  earnings,  see  Retubn,  2. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  upon  determining  reasonableness  of 
requiring   physical   connection,    see   Retubn,   201. 

Constitution  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 
individual  rates,  see  Return,  218. 

Restoration  of  passenger  train  although  operated  at  a  loss,  where  whoTe 
return  is  reasonable,  see  Return,  219. 

Issuance  of  bonds  to  refund  notes  issued  for  Liberty  bonds,  see  Securi- 
ty Issues,  18. 

When  foreign  interstate  railroad  may  contest  fee  for  issuing  securities 
after  applying  for  certificate,  see  Security  Issues,  36. 

Power  of  Commission  over  service  as  limited  by  Federal  control  of 
railroads,  see  Service,  11-15. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perforiQ  common- 
law  obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees  are  on  a 
strike,  see  Service,  22. 

Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  courts  over  matters  of  serv^ 
ice,  see  Service,  35-37. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  station  facilities,  see  Service,  43-47. 

Order  as  to  abandonment  of  service  not  deferred  until  court  aAithorizes 
sale  under  foreclosure  of  railroad  as  a  going  concern,  see  Sebvio^ 
91. 

Abandonment  of  service  by,  see  Service,  91,  92,  98,  10O-102. 

Bervice  by,  see  Service  generally  and  particularly,  144-186. 

Station  facilities  on,  see  Service,  146,  161-175. 

Abandonment  of  service,  see  Sebvice,  148-165. 

"^assenger  train  service,  see  Sebvice,  156-160. 

Allowance  for  adaptation  and  solidification  of  railroad  roadbed,  see 
Valuation,  121. 

Valuation  of  railroad  land,  see  Valuation,  179. 

Annotation  on  railroad  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  100;  P.U.R.1919D, 
p.  670;   P.U.R.1919E,  p.  629. 

Annotation  on  joint  rates  on  railroads,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  974. 

Annotation  on  service  by  railroads,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  290. 

Discussion  of  purpose  for  which  contribution  by  public  authori- 
ties is  made  to  cost  of  union  station,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  330. 

Definition  of  railroad  station,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  459. 

Definition  of  "depot  grounds"  as  used  in  Wisconsin  statute,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  673. 

Discussion  of  limitation  upon  power  of  railroad  to  lease  its  prop- 
cnrty,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  967. 
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J.  The  Texas  legislature  can  ratify,  and  therefore  legalize,  an 
unauthorized  abandonment  and  relocation  by  a  railroad  of  a  portion 
of  its  main  line  tracks.  Jeff  Bland  Lumber  &  Bldg.  Co.  v.  Galveston, 
U.  &  S.  A.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  444  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — , 
212  S.  W.  760). 

2.  Railroad  companies  using  a  imion  station  should  pay  to  the 
company  owning  it  their  respective  proportions  of  a  proper  interest 
charged,  only  on  an  amount  representing  the  net  cost  of  the  station  to 
the  latter  company,  where  the  gross  cost  includes  contributions  made 
by  the  public  authorities.  Re  Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
325. 

3.  Spur  or  tram  tracks  are  railroads  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  when  they  are  parts  of  a  rail- 
road, although  not  on  land  owned  by  the  company,  and  although  oper- 
ated by  a  special  engine.  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
CJommission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  584  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  214  Q.  W. 
379). 

II.  Federal  control. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  owners  of  railroad  to  turn  property 
over  to  Federal  government,  see  Cobcmissiows,  19. 

Federal  control  of  railroads  as  limiting  jurisdiction  of  Commission,  see 
Commissions,  62-64. 

Jurisdiction  of  Ck>inmis8ions  over  crossings  as  affected  by  Federal  con- 
trol of  railroads,  see  Cbossings,  12,  13. 

Director  General  as  proper  party  to  complaint  against  railroad  rattt, 
see  Partibs,  8. 

Direotor  General  as  party  to  proceedings  to  compel  railroad  under  Fed- 
eral control  to  construct  sidetrack,  see  Pabtirs,  11. 

Practice  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  not  binding  after  rail- 
road has  been  released  from  Federal  control,  see  Rates,  62. 

Cbmparison  of  interurban  railway  rates  with  rates  of  railroads  under 
Federal  control,  see  Rates.  266-268. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  railroad  rates,  see  Rates,  291-294. 

inuanee  of  securities  to  pay  interest,  taxes  and  dividends  of  railroad 
under  Federal  control,  see  Secubity  Issues,  28. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control,  P.U.R.3919C,  p.  307. 

General  Order  N«.  58  issued  by  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  to 
clarify  the  relationship  between  the  United  States  Railroad  Administra^ 
tion  and  Public  Service  Commission,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  766. 

4.  The  lowering  of  freight  rates  on  coal  and  coke  for  wholly  intra- 
state movements  of  20  miles  or  less,  such  coal  and  coke  being  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  pig  iron,  does  not  "affect"  the  transportation  of 
troops,  war  mat^ials,  or  supplies,  nor  does  it,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
and  without  demonstration  of  the  fact,  affect  the  issuance  of  stocks 
and  bonds  so  as  to  deprive  a  state  commission  of  jurisdiction  to  review 
the  reasonableness  of  rates  fixed  by  the  railroad  for  such  transporta- 
tion. Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  y.  Monongahela  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R^919B, 
625* 
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6.  Upon  the  issue  whether  the  state  has  power  to  prevent  the  clos- 
ing of  freight  and  express  stations  on  railroads  under  Federal  control, 
the  question  whether  the  President  derives  his  authority  over  the  rail- 
roads by  reason  of  the  fact  that  he  is  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  under  the  Constitution,  or  whether  he  does  or  can  derive 
such  power  from  any  act  of  Congress,  will  not  !>e  determined,  because 
the  Director  General  is  acting  under  acts  of  Congress  which  do  not  as- 
sume to  take  away  or  limit  the  police  powers  of  the  state.  Himrod 
Station  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  !• 

Ill,  Construction  and  operation. 

Immaterial  error  as  not  affeeting  order  requiring  railroad  to  construct 
station  facilities,  see  Appeal  and  Rbvibw,  44. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  wire  crossing 
over  railroad,  see  Comhissionb,  17. 

Power  of  Colorado  Conunission  to  compel  operation  of  railroad  by  an- 
other company,  see  Commissions,  18. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  culverts  to  prevent  flooding 
of  adjacent  property,  see  Commissions,  23. 

Power  of  Oklah<»na  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to  re- 
port construction  costs,  see  Commissions,  44. 

Validity  of  South  Dakota  statute  requiring  railroads  to  construct  and 
protect  farm  crossings,  see  Constitutional  Law,  6. 

Requiring  rerouting  of  trains  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  6. 

Requiring  trains  to  be  stopped  at  certain  stations  as  denial,  of  due 
process,  see  CoNSTrrunoNAL  Law,  11. 

Orders  relative  to  sidetracks  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  OoNSTrrunoN- 
AL  Law,  18-22. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 
railroad,  eoet  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  between  railroads,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  26. 

Requiring  rerouting  of  passenger  trains  as  denial  of  equal  protection, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  26. 

Delegation  of  power  over  operation,  abandonment  and  dismantling  of 
railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  04. 

Crossings  of,  see  Crossings. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of  re- 
pairs of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality  or 
street  railway  using  bridge,  see  CaossiNes,  17. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuildii^  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Crossings, 
18. 

Apportionment  of  oost  ol  Maintaining  protection  at  crossing  between 
electric  railway  and  steam  railroad,  see  Orossinos,  20,  21. 

Injury  to  propwty  from  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages,  2-5. 
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Apportionment  by  Maine  Commission  of  cost  of  use  of  terminal  by 
railroads  under  Federal  control,  see  Intebcorfobate  Relations,  2. 

New  York 'Commission  without  power  to  require  physical  connection 
of  railroads  giving  one  railroad  the  right  to  use  terminals  of  the 
other,  see  Intekcobporatb  Relations,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  designate  point  for  loca- 
tion of  portable  grain  elevator,  see  Interstate  Oohhebcb,  12. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  reroute  passenger  trains  as  burden  on  in- 
terstate commerce,  see  Intebstati:  Coitmebce,  22. 

Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without  con- 
sent of  Missouri  Commission,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  requiring  installation  of  interlocking  device 
at  railroad  crossing,  see  Mandamus,  4. 

Enforcement  of  unreasonable  order  as  to  station,  see  Mandamus,  6. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot  not  in 
issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  to  perform  duty,  see 
Orders,  1. 

City  and  present  owners  of  right  of  way  as  parties  to  suit  for  manda- 
mus to  compel  railroad  to  restore  track,  see  Pabtdbs,  15. 

Legalizing  unauthorized  abandonment  of  railroad  by  Texas  legislature, 
see  Railboads,  1. 

Use  of  oil-burning  locomotives  in  forest  reserve,  see  Railroads,  7. 

Logging  company  not  allowed  to  discontinue  operation  of  railroad  be- 
cause unprofitable,  where  return  from  whole  business  is  reasonable, 
see  Return,  197. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  authorize  abandonment  of 
branch  line  of  railroad,  see  Service,  26,  27.  ' 

Power  of  Commission  to  stop  interstate  train,  see  Service,  41,  42. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from  duty 
to  operate  it  because  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  company  controlled 
by  same  stockholders,  see  Service,  148. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and  neces- 
sity of  railroad  station,  see  Service,  175. 

Physical  connection  of,  see  Service,  178,  179. 

Milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Service,  180-182. 

Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  con- 
struction of  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not  re- 
versible error,  see  Trial,  2. 

Annotation  on  construction  and  operation  of  railroads,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  675. 

6.  It  is  safe  to  permit  the  control  of  a  locomotive  being  towed 
under  steam  to  be  exercised  by  a  fireman  of  a  full  year's  experience 
who  has  passed  competency  and  ability  teste  conducted  by  the  railroad, 
records  of  which  are  at  all  times  accessible  to  the  Commission.  Re- 
United  States  R.  Administration    (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919F,  56. 

7.  A  railroad  company  should  not  be  relieved  from  the  use  of  oil- 
burning  locomotives  operated  within  a  forest  reserve,  although  the 
cost  of  oil  has  become  very  high,  and  although  new  devices  designed  to 
remove  the  danger  of  fire  from  coal-burning  engines  has  been  adopted, 
where  such  devices,  under  present  abnormal  conditions  may  fail  through 
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improper  construction  and  careless  maintenance.    Re  United  States  R. 
Administration  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1031. 

8.  The  "yard  limits"  within  which  a  railroad  company  is  exempted 
under  the  Wisconsin  statute  from  keeping  fences  in  repair  cannot  he 
determined  hy  the  location  of  a  yard  limit  sign.  Ganser  v.  Hillsboro 
&  N.  E.  R  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  672. 

9.  Property  on  a  railroad  right  of  way  80  rods  from  a  station  and 
4  rods  from  any  switch  tracks,  no  place  adjacent  to  such  property  be- 
ing necessary  for  discharging  or  receiving  passengers  or  freight,  is 
not. within  the  depot  grounds  so  as  to  relieve  the  company  from  keep- 
ing the  fences  in  repair.  Ganser  ▼.  Hillsboro  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (Wis.). 
P.U.R.1919E,  672. 

IF.  Full  crew  act, 

10.  The  New  York  Full  Crew  Law  forbidding  the  operation  "on  any 
railroad  of  more  than  60  miles  in  length"  of  any  freight  train  of  more 
than  twenty-five  cars,  except  with  a  specified  crew,  does  not  apply  to  a 
branch  line  of  less  than  50  miles  although  controlled  by  a  trunk  line 
railroad,  where  the  distance  that  any  of  the  trains  of  the  branch  are 
operated  is  less  than  the  statutory  distance.  Fitzgibbong  y.  United 
States  R.  Administration  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  434. 

BAILS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Connecticut  Conunission  to  determine  type  of  rails 
for  construction  of  street  railway,  see  Commissions,  20. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  ELECTBiomr,  2. 

RAPID  TRAHSIT. 

See  Street  Railways. 

RAQUETTE  lAKE  RAILWAY. 

Authorizing  discontinuance  of  servioe  for  speeified  period,  see  Sebv- 
IGE,  153. 

RATE  BASE. 

Basis  upon  which  return  is  to  be  computed,  see  RenmN,  18. 
Definition  of,  see  Valuation,  1. 
Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  4-44. 

Working  capital  to  be  consid^ed  in  fiziiig  rale  base,  see  Valua- 
tion, 67. 

RATE  PATERS. 

Generally,  see  CoNSUMiau  and  PAnnils. 

RATES. 

J.  In  general,  1— P. 

11.  rotoer  of  state,  10^15. 
Ill,  JPawer  of  courts,  16-^14 
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IV,  Jurisdiction  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  29. 
F.  Power  of  Commission,  23^110, 
a.  In  general,  28'-34, 
h.  Effect  of  Federal  control  of  uUlUy,  SS^56. 

1.  Of  railroads,  86-^1. 

2.  Of  telephones  and  telegraphs,  42-^3. 

3.  United  States  as  party  to  proceedings,  64^56. 

0.  Effect  of  interstate  character  of  rates,  57— 0i. 

d.  Effect  of  orders  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

02.  / 

e.  To  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  63-^33. 

1.  In  general,  63'~72\ 

2.  Contracts  made  subsequent  to  Commission  law, 

73,  74. 
3»  Effect  of  special  provieions  in  contracts  or  atat' 
utes,  75-77. 

4.  Effect  of  local  consent  provision,  73-^0. 

5.  Effect  of  lack  of  express  power  in  municipality, 

31,  32. 

3.  Effect  of  indeflniteness  in  franchise,  33,  34. 
7.  Effect  of  waiver  hy  city,  35. 

3.  Pop;er  to  change  rate  denied,  36-^3, 

1.  To  change  statutory  maximum  rates,  89^92. 
g.  To  adjudicate  rate  contract  rights,  93^95, 
h.  To  fix  rates  higher  than  proposed  tariff,  96. 
i.  To  require  filing  of  rate  schedule,  97. 

j.  To  approve  new  rate,  98,  99. 
le.  To  suspend  rates,  100. 

I.  To  require  issuance  of  street  railway  tickets,  101. 
m.  To  require  issuance  of  excess  fare  receipts,  102. 
n.  To  require  issuance  of  transfers,  103. 
o.  To  fix  ferry  rates,  104. 
p.  To  regulate  joint  rates,  105,  106. 
q.  To  regulate  use  of  prepayment  meters,  107. 
r.  To  fix  a  readiness-to-serve  charge,  103. 
s.  To  fix  a  minimum  rate,  109. 

t.  To  fix  charge  for  service  outside  the  state,  110,  111. 
u.  To  require  discount  for  inadequate  service,  112,  113. 
v.  To  fix  charges  in  and  for  a  municipality,  114—119. 
VI.  Power  of  municipalities,  120-135. 
a.  In  general,  120—125. 
&.  Power  to  make  rate  contracts,  126—135, 

1.  In  general,  126— 130. 

2.  Effect  of  control  of  streets,  131—133. 

3.  Power  to  fix  rates  for  municipal  service,  134,  135. 
ril.  Elements  to  he  considered  in  determining  reasonableness, 

136-182. 

a.  In  general,  136-144. 

b.  Comparison  of  rates,  145—151. 
e.  Value  of  service,  152. 
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Vn. — continued, 

d.  Cost  of  service,  153^1  &S» 

e.  Ahility  of  consumev  to  pay,  156—158, 

f.  Competition,  169^102. 

g.  Location  of  plant,  163. 

Jh.  Existence  of  franchise  or  contract,  164r-160, 
i.  Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness,  170^1819. 

1,  In  general,  170,  X7X, 

2.  Existing  rates,  i7^-i74. 

8.  Proposed  increase  in  rates,  i75— iA9* 
Tin,,  Bate  contracts,  183^193, 
a.  In  general,  183^189, 

J}.  Validity  of  contract  as  between  the  parties,  190^193* 
IX.  Rate  schedules;  notice  of  change,  filing,  and  effective  date, 
194^205, 
a.  In  general,  194^196, 
h.  Necessity  of  filing  schedules,  197^^02, 
o.  Notice  of  application  for  increase  in  rate,  208,  204. 
d.  Effective  date,  20^. 
X.  Kinds  of  rates,  208-216, 

a.  Minimum,  bill  or  service  charge,  206— 211* 

b.  Flat  or  metered  rates,  212, 

c.  Meter  rental,  213, 

d.  Step  rates,  214, 

e.  Coal  clauses  in  rate  schedules,  2l6,  216, 
XI,  Discrimination, 

XII.  Bates  of  particular  utilities,  217—409, 

a.  ElectHoity,  217-246, 

1.  In  general,  217—229. 

2,  Kinds  of  service,  226—230, 

(a)  Power,  226—228, 

(b)  Moving  picture  theaters,  229, 

(c)  Household  appliances,  230, 
8,  Kinds  of  rates,  231—243, 

(a)  Minimum  bUi  or  service  charge,  231—238, 

(b)  Flat  or  meter  rates ^  234,  23S, 

(c)  Demand  charges,  236,  237. 

(d)  Rates  varying  uHth  cost  of  coal,  238'^40» 

(e)  Installation  charges,  241—243, 

4.  Short-hour  users,  244,  245, 

5.  Free  ftxtures,  246. 

b.  Gas,  247-254. 

1.  In  general,  247—249, 

2.  Heat  value,  250. 

3.  Residence  and  street  lighting,  251, 

4.  Minimum,  bill;  service  charge,  252, 

5.  ReadihetiS'to 'Serve  charge,  253. 

6.  Prepayment  meters,  254. 

e.  Heating;  steam,  and  hot  water,  255—260. 

1.  In  general,  255—258. 

2.  Service  charge,  259— 260* 
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Xn. — continued. 

d,  Interurban  railwaySf  ^61—281. 

1,  In  general,  261^264, 

2,  Comparison  of  rates,  265^268. 

(a)   In  general,  265. 

(h)   With  steam  railroad  rates,  266-^69. 

3,  Zone  or  mileage  basis,  269—272. 

4,  Transfers,  273,  274. 

C,  Commutation  tickets,  275—278, 

6.  Students'  tickets,  279. 

7.  Return  tickets  and  mileage  hooks,  280. 

8.  Excess  fares,  281. 
e*  Irrigation,  282—286. 

f.  Municipal  plant. 

g.  Natural  gas,  287-290. 
n.  Railroads,  291—320. 

1.  Effect  of  Federal  control,  291—294. 

2.  Passenger  comtnutation  fares,  296,  296. 

3.  Freight  rates,  297—320. 

(a)   In  general,  297-305. 
'  (h)  Joint  rates,  306-311. 

(o)   Two  line  haul,  312. 

(d)   Minimum  carload  weight,  318. 

(e).  Demurrage,  314. 

(f)   Switching  charges,  315—319. 

^g)   Terminal  charges,  320, 
i.  Sewers,  321. 
j.  Stockyards,   322. 
Is.  Street  railways,  323—347. 

1.  In  general,  323—330. 

2.  Zone  system,  331—334. 

3.  Commutation,  mileage,  and  school  tickets,  385^ 

338. 

4.  Transfers,  339—344. 

5.  Loss  of  traffic  from  increased  fares,  345^^47. 
I.  Telephones,  348—379. 

1.  In  general,  348—355. 

2.  Effect  of  Federal  control,  356-359. 

3.  Toll  charges,  360—363. 

4.  SuHtching  charges,  364,  365. 

6.  Charge  to  nonsuhscriber,  366. 

6.  Party-line  rates,  367. 

7.  Installation  charges,  368—370. 

8.  Moving  charges,  371,  372. 

9.  Desk  sets,  373,  374. 

10.  Service  connection  charges,  375. 

11.  Zone  system,  376-379. 
m.  Water,  380-409. 

1.  In  general,  380—385. 

2.  Minimum  hill  or  service  charge,  386^^90. 

3.  Flat  or  meter  rales,  391—394. 
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XII,  m. — continued. 

4.  Fire  protection,  395-^02. 

5.  Street  sprinUling,  403, 

6.  Automobile  uses,  404-^06. 

7.  Seasonal  consumers,  407— 40P. 

/.  In  general. 

Validity  under  WiBConsin  statute  of  emergency  rate  order  in  absence  of 

statutory  emergency,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  20. 
Not  to  b^  tmreasonably  increased  on  transfer  of  {Hroperty,  see  OoN- 

80LIDATI0N,  MEBGEB,  AND  SaLB,  1,  2. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  making  Commission  rate  order  binding, 

see  OoNsnTunoNAL  Law,  7. 
Maximum  rate  statute  as  confiscatory,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 
Validity  of   special  rate   statutes  in  Maryland,  see  CoNSTrrunoNAL 

Law,  105. 
Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract  under  Ohio  laws, 

see  Contracts,  1. 
Allowance  in  rate  proceeding  for  depreciation,  where  utility  fails  to 

show  depreciation  in  report,  see  Depreciation,  3. 
To  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  13-1(>. 
Injunction  to  restrain  Commission  from  compelling  utility  to  adliere  to 

confiscatory  statute,  see  Injunction,  7. 
Injunction  to  restrain  municipality  from  interfering  with  increase  in 

rates  of  utility  operating  without  a  franchise,  see  Injunction,  8. 
Rates  of  existing  company  as  affecting  admission  of  competition,  sec 

Monopoly  and  Competition,  14-16. 
Provision  against  foreclosure  not  included  in  rate  order,  see  Orders,  2. 
Change  in  franchise  rates  in  proceedings  initiated  by  utility,  see  Par- 
ties, 1. 
Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complaint  of  rates  under  Delaware 

statute,  see  Parties,  2. 
Consumer  as  proper  party  to  file  protest  against  increase  in  rates  in 

violation  of  municipal  franchise,  see  Parties,  3. 
Parties   in  proceeding  involving  reasonableness  of  contract  rates,  see 

Parties,  16. 
Payment  of,  see  Payment. 
Sufficiency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximum  rate 

statute,  see  Pleading,  5. 
Sufficiency  of  application  for  surcharge,  see  Pleadinq,  7. 
Sufficiency  of  record  to  sustain  complaint  as  to  charges,  see  Procedure, 

5. 
Right  of  consumer  to  apply  to  court  for  violation  of  contract  rate  giv- 
en as  consideration  for  easement  over  private  land,  see  Procedure, 

9. 
Complaint  as  to  poor  service  not  considered  in  rate  case,  see  Procedure, 

11. 
Securities  not  authorized  in  rate  proceeding,  see  Procedure,  12. 
Utilities  not  to  insure  themselves  where  consumers  pay  reasonable  rates 

see  PuRLic  Utilities,  4,  . 
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Refund  of  excessire  charges,  see  Reparation. 

Expenses  incurred  in  proceeding  before  Commission  to  be  amortized 

over  period  of  years,  see  Return,  61-64. 
Increase  in  rates  not  to  be  based  on  prospective  wage  increases,  where 

such  wage  increase  is  made  contingent  upon  increase  in  rates,  see 

Return,  56. 
Ck>nsideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 

individual  rates,  see  Retxtbn,  218. 
Emergency  rates  to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  254. 
Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  under  Indiana  statute  to  be  only 

temporary,  see  Return,  258. 
^tensions.of  service  not  to  be  paid  for  out  of  rates,  see  Service,  81. 
Question  of  return  immaterial  upon  issue  whether  service  is  Recessary, 

see  Service,  124. 
Ascertainment  of  value  for  rate-making,  see  Yaluation,  4-44. 

Annotation  On  valuation  for  rate-making,  P.U.R.191dB,  p.  420. 

Discussion  of  necessity  for  automatic  readjustments  of  rates  by 
the  application  of  a  fixed  formula  to  meet  fluctuating  costs  of  operation, 
P.tJ.R.1919A,  p.  143. 

1.  A  railway  company  has  no  right  to  collect,  pending  a  rehearing, 
a  fare  higher  than  that  held  reasonable  by  the  Pennsylvania  Com- 
mission.   Ashland  v.  Schuylkill  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  388. 

2.  Upon  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates  under  the  Indiana 
'Utility  Act,  the  petitioner  must  proceed,  as  in  a  regular  case,  for 
permanent  relief,  or,  as  in  an  emergency  case,  for  temporary  relief. 
Ite  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.i919A,  448. 

3.  The  question  whether  a  proposed  increase  in  rates  will  enable 
a  public  utility  to  operate  without  loss,  or  will  prove  destructive  of 
its  future  existence,  is  one  of  judgment  which  should  be  left  to  the 
management  of  the  company,  unless,  under  its  guise,  a  clear  injustice 
to  its  customers  will  result.  Re  Worcester  County  Gas  Petition  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  659. 

4.  A  Commission  rate  order  is  not  limited  by  a  subsequent  stat- 
ute providing?  that  all  orders  of  the  Commission  shall  continue  in  force 
'for  such  period  of  time,  not  exceedinor  two  years,  as  shall  be  pre- 
scribed in  the  order  of  the  Commission,  so  as  to  prevent  an  action 
for  its  enforcement  after  the  lapse  of  such  time.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v. 
Schntrll  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  637  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  225). 

5.  An  ordinance  fixing  the  rate  that  may  be  charged  for  telephone 
services  by  a  telephone  company  within  the  limits  of  a  municipality 
fts  a  local  police  regulation,  within  the  meaning  of  that  term  as  used 
in  §  3  of  article  18  of  the  Constitution  of  Ohio.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Cleveland  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  136  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  358,  121  N.  E. 
701). 

6.  An  order  of  the  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission  setting 
aside  an  order  of  the  Michigan  Railroad  Commission  should  not  hv 
made  retroactive.  Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  43. 

7.  In  fixing  utility  rates,  the  Illinois  Commission  is  not  bound 
by  a  mortgage  provision  that  the  company  may  issue  bonds  for  80 
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per  cent  of  the  cost  of  additions  to  plant,  provided  the  net  earnings 
in  the  previous  physical  year  were  at  least  twice  the  ihterest  on  the 
bonds  then  outstanding  and  the  bonds  about  to  be  issued.  Re  Cham- 
paign &  U.  Water  Co.   (111.)  P,U.R.191»E,  798. 

8.  If  a  public  service  company  thinks  that  an  ordinance  prescrib- 
ing its  rates  is  indefinite  or  invalid  for  any  reason,  it  may  attack  its 
validity  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  or  may  appeal  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  under  Page  k  A.  Gen.  Code,  §§  614-44 
et  seq.,  whereupon  it  will  be  Commission's  duty  to  consider  complaint 
and  fix  a  reasonable  rate.  Washington  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(Ohio)  P.UJ1.1919F,  366  (S.  0.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  46). 

9.  An  ordinance  of  the  city  of  Washington  enacted  to  regulate  the 
price  chargeable  for  electric  light  to  private  consumers  of  electricity 
for  li^^t  and  power,  and  fixing  rates  which  gas  and  electric  company 
and  its  successors  may  charge  for  ten  years  from  a  fixed  date,  was 
sufficiently  definite  and  certain  of  its  terms  to  prescribe  valid  rates,  in 
view  of  dealings  between  the  parties.  Washington  v.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  365  (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N. 
£.46). 

•  II,  Power  of  sUUe. 

Making  of  rates  as  a  legislative  function,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  14. 

Discussion  of  jurisdiction  of  state  over  intrastate  rates,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  321. 

Discussion  of  power  of  legislature  to  fix  rates,  P.U.R.1919C,  p. 
785. 

Statement  of  rule  that  the  fixing  of  rates  is  a  legislative  function 
of  the  state,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  963. 

Discussion  of  state  rate  orders  as  exercise  of  public  welfare  power, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  641. 

Discussion  of  regulation  of  passenger  tariffs  as  falling  within 
police  power,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  651. 

10.  The  regulation  of  the  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  public  utility  is 
within  the  police  power  of  the  state.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  762. 

11.  The  regulation  of  rates  for  services  rendered  or  commodity 
furnished  by  a  public  utility  is  an  exercise  of  police  power.  Cleveland 
Telepb.  Ck).  v.  Cleveland  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  136  (S.  C.  98  OlTio  St. 
358,  121  N.  E.  701 ) . 

12.  Under  its  general  police  power,  the  state  may  regulate  charjres 
at  public  stockyards.  Re  Union  Stockyards  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
941  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  170  N.  W.  908). 

13.  The  state  of  New  York  since  the  Act  of  May  6.  1884,  has 
reserved  the  right  to  regulate  street  railway  rates,  notwithstanding 
contracts  between  railway  companies  and  municipalities.  Westing- 
house  Electric  ft  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Binghamton  R.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  780 
(S.  C.  266  Fed.  378). 

14.  The  New  York  legislature,  at  least  in  1867  and  in  1873.  had 
power  to  change  and  regulate  street  railway  rates,  notwithstanding  rate 
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limitations  in  franchises.    He  Van  Brunt  Street  &  E.  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  r23. 

15.  Full  effect  can  be  given  to  the  language  of  the  Traction  Acts 
of  1893  and  1896  by  holding  that  the  force  and  effect  of  a  contract 
under  §  32  pf  the  Act  of  1893  is  the  force  and  effect  of  a  contract  by 
■which  the  mimicipaliiy  and  the  railway  company — ^the  only  parties 
thereto — are  bound,  but  that  no  restriction  is  thereby  implied  on  the 
sovereign  power  of  the  state  to  fix  just  and  reasonable  rates,  as  sub- 
sequent conditions  may  make. desirable.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co. 
V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  489  (S.  C.  92  N.  J. 
L.  168,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  104  Ati.  218). 

Ill,  Power  of  courts. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  courts  to  review  rate  orders,  see  Appeal  and 

Review,  24. 
Jurisdiction  to  entertain  complaint  as  to  reasonableness  of  rate  orders, 

see  CouBTS,  3. 
Jurisdiction  of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receivers  to  enjoin. 

alleged  confiscatory  rates,  see  Courts,  8. 
Increase  in  rates  as  violating  injimction  as  question  fgr  oourts  and  not 

for  Commission,  see  Injunction,  4. 
Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase 

in  rates,  see  Reiubn,  14. 

Statement  of  rule  that  court  is  without  power  to  fix  rates,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  226. 

16.  The  state  courts  are  without  authority  to  enjoin  the  Post- 
master General  while  legally  in  control  of  telegraph  and  telephone  lines 
from  increasing  rates  of  intrastate  business.  State  ex  rel.  Smith  v. 
Burleson   (Ala.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1   (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  82  So.  468). 

17.  The  state  courts  have  jurisdiction  of  a  claim  for  intrastate 
switching  service  rendered  by  one  railroad  to  another  for  which  pay- 
ment at  less  than  cost  was  received  under  protest  upon  an  agreement 
that  the  amount  should  finally  be  determined  by  the  Interstate  Com* 
merce  Commission,  which  had  no  right  to  act  in  the  premises,  and  the 
railroad  rendering  the  service  can  recover  on  a  quantum  meruit  for 
the  services  actually  rendered.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  South 
Shore  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  706  (S.  C.  264  Pa.  162,  107  Atl.  680). 

18.-  In  an  action  to  recover  for  switching  service  rendered  by  one 
railroad  company  to  another,  the  state  courts  have  no  jurisdiction  with 
reference  to  services  raidered  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  Public 
Service  Commissions  Act,  which  question  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  but  as  to  which  no  decision  had  been 
rendered.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  South  Shore  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  706   (S.  C.  264  Pa.  162,  107  Atl.  680). 

19.  A  Federal  court  is  without  power  in  any  case  or  under  any 
circumstances  to  increase  rates  of  fare,  or  direct  its  receiver  so  to  do, 
—even  while  in  possession  of  and  operating  a  railroad  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public, — in  a  state  in  which  the  rate-making  power  is  in  the 
hands  of  a  Public  Servioe  Commission;  since  it  is  the  duty  of  such 
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receiver  to  operate  tlie  road  according  to  the  laws  of  the  state  in 
which  it  is  situated.  Westinghouse  Electric  &  Mfg.  Co.  y.  Binghamton 
R.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.191W?,  780  (S.  C.  266  Fed.  378). 

20.  A  court  is  without  power  to  authorize  a  judgment  upon  con- 
sent of  the  interested  parties  fixing  rates  of  a  gas  company  in  the 
borough  of  Brooklyn  at  $1.10  per  thousand  cubic  feet,  where  it  is 
the  law  of  the  case  that  a  statute  fixing  the  price  at  $1  per  thousand 
is  in  force  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  a  subsequent  amendatory  act 
fixing  the  price  at  80  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  has  been  declared 
confiscatory.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  226  <  S.  C.  106  Misc.  549,  175  N.  Y.  Supp.  28). 

21.  The  remedy  of  a  party  seeking  the  enforcement  of  a  special  rate 
contract  entered  into  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Public  Service  Company  Law  is  not  by  injunction,  but  by  a  proceed- 
ing before  the  Commission  in  the  first  instance,  since  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Pennsylvania  courts  in  such  cases  is  appellate  only.  '  Klein- 
Logan  Co.  V.  Duquesne  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1910A,  624,  (S.  C.  261 
Pa.  ^26,   104  AtL   763). 

IV >  Jurisdiction  of  Interstate  Cominerce  ComnUssion, 

22.  Hie  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  and  not  the  state  court, 
has  jurisdiction  of  a  claim  for  compensation  for  switching  service 
rendered  by  a  railroad  operating  as  a  plant  facility  to  a  line  carrier, 
where  by  an  agreement  between  the  road  the  payment  was  to  be  made 
according  to  an  unfiled  schedule  until  the  matter  was  adjusted  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  when  the  balance,  if  any,  for  the 
intervening  time  should  be  paid,  where  no  adjustment  had  ever  been 
made;  and  the  action  of  the  line  carrier  in  canceling  the  contract  did 
not  oust  the  jurisdittion  of  the  Commission,  which  might  still  determine 
the  validity  of  such  cancelation,  and  also  the  question  of  allowances  for 
past  transactions.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R  Co.  v.  South  Shore  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  70d  (S.  C.  264  Pa.  162,  107  Atl.  680). 

V»  Power  of  Commission* 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  set  aside  order  of 
.  Railroad  Commission,  see  Commissions,  11. 

Delegation  of  rate-making  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  92,  93,  95. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  as  judicial,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
98,  99^. 

Power  to  regulate   rates  as   implying  power  to  control  depreciation 
reserve,  see  Depreciation,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Washington  Commission  to  proceed  with  rate  hearing 
on  it>s  own  motion,  see  Procedure,  4. 

Remedy  against  utility  charging  more  than  contract  rates  in  complaint 
to  Commission  rather  than  to  courts,  see  Procedure,  10. 

Jurisdiction  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  fix  rates  to  produce  a  reason- 
able return,  see  Return,  7. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 20. 
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Duty  of  Commission  to  provide  •  rates  to  enable  utility  to  afford  ade- 
quate service,  see  Retuon,  8. 

What  constitutes  emergency  empowering  Indiana  Commission  to  increase 
franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  see  Return,  10. 

Policy  of  Illinois  Ccnnmission  as  to  allowance  of  overhead  expenses  in 
rate  proceedings  as  applicable  to  sale  valuation,  see  Vailuation, 
82. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p. 
564;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  621. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  increase  franchise  rates  so  ad  to  enable 
the  utility  to  render  adequate  service,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  604. 

Statement  that  no  court  of  last  resort  has  passed  upon  the  power 
of  the  Commission  without  the  consent  of  city,  to  fix  rates  which 
would  include  payment  of  the  taxes  on  the  plant  of  utility,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  760. 

Discussion  of  distinctions  betwe^  New  York  court  of  appeals 
cases  on  the  effect  of  rate  provisions  in  local  consents  on  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Commission  in  respect  to  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  958. 

23.  The  Indiana  Commission  declined  to  approve  a  provision  In  the 
proposed  rules  of  a  municipal  utility  authorizing  it  to  change  its 
rates.     Re  Monticello  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  464. 

24.  ^n  attempt  to  amend  rate  schedules  without  application  to  the 

(*  ?^--.n  is  invalid  under  §  33  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Com- 

r-*    in  Law.    Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  IL  Co.  v.  East  St.  Louis  Light 
4   P.  Co.   (Til.)   P.U.R.1919E,  930. 

25.  By  chapter  93  of  Seas.  Laws  1913,  jurisdiction  is  conferred  upon 
the  Corporation  Commission  over  public  utilities,  including  light  and 
power  plants,  to  establish  rates  and  prescribe  ru|es  and  regulations 
affectinpr  their  service  and  operation.  Durant  v.  Consiuners*  Light  &  P. 
Co.   (f^la.)  P.U.R.1919C.  46   (S.  C.  —  (Mela.  — ,  177  Pac.  861). 

26.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  having  the  power 
to  refuse  a  request  for  winter  operation  of  a  railroad,  has  authority  to 
fix  rates  consonant  with  such  winter  operation.  Re  Raquette  "Lake  R. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  24. 

27.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  authority,  upon  application  for 
approval  of  rates  and  rules  of  a  municipal  utility,  to  order  the  com- 
mon council  of  the  city  to  require  any  particular  oflRcer  or  person  to 
collect  water  rents,  or  to  fix  the  salary  of  any  officer.  Re  Monticello 
(Ind.)    P.U.R.1919C,  464. 

28.  An  order  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  regulating  the  rates 
of  a  water  company  supersedes  an  adjudication  of  the  company's  rates 
by  the  court  of  common  pleas  under  the  Act  of  1874.  Beaver  Valley 
Water  Co.  v.  New  Brighton  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  18. 

29.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Missouri  Commission  over  the  rates  of 
a  public  utility  cannot  be  limited  hy  statements  in  advertisements  prior 
to  the  ratification  of  a  new  franchise  that  there  would  be  no  increase 
in  the  rates  specified  therein.  Re  Independent  Waterworks  Co.  (Mo.) 
p!u.R.1919E,  699. 

30.  Special  rates  not  authorized  by  the  Commission,  although  listed 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


RATES,  V.  b,  1.  307 

in  a  telephone  company's  directory  which  is  submitted  to  the  Commis- 
sion, are  illegal.    Re  Spooner  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  242. 

31.  Upon  a  reversal  by  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  of  an  order  of 
the  Commission  dismissing  for  want  of  jurisdiction  a  petition  of  a  utility 
for  permission  to  raise  rates  above  the  amount  fixed  by  contract,  the 
Indiana  Commission  will  not  apply  for  a  rehearing  or  prosecute  an 
appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  where  an  emergency  exists 
which  constitutes  a  menace  to  public  welfare.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction 
A  Terminal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.U.1919A,  278. 

32.  The  Ohio  Commission  will  fix  a  single  maximum  rather  than 
a  series  of  maximum  rates  for  varying  quantities  of  electricity,  it 
being  the  duty  of  the  company  within  that  maximum  to  prepare  and 
file  a  schedule  which  will  adjust  rates  in  accordance  with  some  reason- 
able classification,  such  classification  being  still  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Commission.  Re  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1919A,  e02. 

33.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  prescribe  tele- 
phone toll  rates,  where  the  complainants  prayed  the  Commission  to 
prescribe  fair  and  just  rates  for  service  previously  rendered  under 
a  contract,  including  service  6ver  the  toH  line,  and  the  owners  filed 
an  answer  to  the  complaint  and  appeared  in  the  hearing  and  offered 
testimony.    Freeman  v.  Bramd  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919'C,  620. 

34.  It  is  tbe  doty  of  a  Commission,  after  ascertaining  the  facts  in 
any  lawful  investigation,  to  establish  rates  which  shall  provide  the 
utility  a  far  return  upon  a  fair  value  of  all  of  its  property,  provided 
that  such  rates  shall  not  be  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  services  ren- 
dered, and  shall  not  be  unjustly  discriminatory.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  762. 

&.  Effect  of  Federal  control  of  utility^ 

1.  Of  railroads. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  Federal  control  on  power  of  (Commission 
to  fix  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  622. 

35.  The  fact  that  state  control  over  intrastate  rates  was  the  rule 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Act  of  March  21,  1918  (40  Stat,  at  L. 
461,  chap.  26,  CJomp.  Stat.  1918,  §  3116fa),  providing  for  governmental 
operation  of  railroad  transportation  systems,  does  not  require  that  such 
statute  be  interpreted  in  the  light  of  a  presumption  that  a  change  as 
to  state  control  over  such  rates  was  not  made.  Northern  P.  R,  Co.  v. 
North  Dakota  ex  rel.  Lanj?er  (U.  8.)  P.U.R.1919D,  706  (S.  C.  250 
U.  S.  135,  63  L.  ed.  897,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  502). 

36.  Authority  to  nutke  and  enforce  intrastate  rates  without  regard 
to  state  action  must  be  deemed  to  have  been  included  in  the  compre- 
hensive powers  given  the  President  by  the  Acts  of  August  29,  1916  (39 
Stat,  at  L.  645,  chap.  418,  Ck>mp.  Stat.  1916,  §  1974a),  and  March  21, 
1918  (40  Stat,  at  L.  451,  chap.  25,  Comp.  Stat.  1918,  §  3115fa),  to  take 
over  and  operate  the  railroad  transportation  systems  as  a  war  emer- 
gency measure, — especially  in  view  of  the  provision  of  §  10  of  the  later 
act,  expressly  investing  the  President  with  the  power  to  initiate  rates 
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by  filing  the  same  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  to  be 
effective  pending  final  determination  by  that  body;  and  no  limitation 
upon  this  all-embracing  power  over  rates  can  be  inferred  frorii  the 
provision  of  §  15  of  that  act,  that  nothing  therein  shall  be  construed 
to  amend,  repeal,  impair,  or  affect  the  lawful  police  regulations  of 
the  several  states.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  North  Dakota  ex  rel.  Langer 
(U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  705  (S.  C.  250  U.  S.  135,  63  L.  ed.  897,  39  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  502). 

37.  A  complaint  against  the  reasonableness  of  an  intrastate  switch- 
ing rate  must  be  dismissed  while  the  railroads  are  under  Federal  con- 
trol.    Morley  v.  McAdoo  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  967. 

38.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  intrastate 
railroad  rates  during  period  of  Federal  control.  Buckley  v.  Pennsylvania 
R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  643. 

39.  The  taking  over  of  the  property  of  railroads  by  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment as  a  war  measure  did  not  deprive  the  state  of  Arizona,  dur- 
ing the  period  of  such  control,  of  its  inherent  and  sovereign  right  to 
regulate  intrastate  railroad  rates.  Re  Maricopa  Creamery  Co.  (Ariz.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  390. 

40.  The  California  Commission  has  power  to  abrogstte  a  contract  for 
free  service  and  to  establish  rates  for  water  which  a  railroad  company 
must  pay,  notwithstanding  the  railroad  is  operated  by  the  United  States 
government  and  the  rate  prescribed  must  be  paid  by  the  government. 
Re  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  365. 

41.  Neither  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  nor  a  railroad  com- 
pany is  authorized  to  change  a  rate  determined  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Commission^  within  three  years  of  the  date  of  such  determination, 
without  the  approval  of  the  Commission;  and  therefore  the  increased 
rates  authorized  by  the  Director  General  cannot  lawfully  be  collected. 
Oak  Extract  Co.  v.  Newport  ft  S.  Valley  R,  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
193. 

2,  Of  telephones  and  telegraphs, 

42.  State  control  over  intrastate  telephone  rates  ceased  with  the 
exercise  by  the  President  of  his  authority  under  the  joint  resolution 
of  July  16,  1918  (40  Stat,  at  L.  904,  chap.  154,  Comp.  Stat  1918, 
§  31153x  Appx.),  as  a  war  emergency  measure,  to  take  complete  pos- 
session and  exclusive  control,  with  the  right  to  the  entire  operating 
revenues,  of  the  telephone  and  telegraph  systems,  notwithstanding  the 
proviso  in  sudi  resolution  that  nothing  therein  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued "to  amend,  repeal,  impair,  or  afl'ect  existing  laws  or  powers  of 
the  states  in  relation  to  taxation  or  the  lawful  police  reflations  of 
the  several  states,  except  wherein  such  laws,  powers,  or  regulations  may 
affect  the  transmission  of  government  communications,  or  the  issue  of 
stocks  and  bonds  by  such  system  or  systems."  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  South  Dakota  ex  rel.  Payne  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  717  (S.  C.  250 
U.  S.  163,  63  L.  ed.  607,  4  A.L.R.  1623,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  507). 

43.  The  Massachusotts  Public  Service  Commission  has  jurisdiction 
to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  changes  in  Massachusetts  telephone 
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rates  ordered  by  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States  under 
the  act  of  Congress  permitting  Federal  control  of  telephone  companies 
during  the  war,  where  such  determination  will  in  no  way  affect  the 
transmission  of  government  communications  or  the  issue  of  stocks  and 
bonds  by  such  companies.  Re  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  693. 

44.  The  right  of  the  several  states  to  regulate  intrastate  tele- 
graph and  telephone  rates  is  preserved  by  the  proviso  in  the  Federal 
Control  Act  of  July  16,  1918,  that  the  act  shall  not  be  construed  to 
repeal  the  lawful  police  regulations  of  the  several  states.  State  ex  rel. 
Collins  V.  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  340 
(S.  C.  —  Miss.  — ,  81  So.  404). 

45.  The  telephone  installation  and  removal  charges  provided  for 
by  order  No.  1931  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States  are 
of  no  force  and  effect  in  Nevada;  for  the  reason  that  the  schedules  o! 
the  telephone  companies  were  not  properly  amended  for  establishing 
such  charges  on  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission,  as  required  by 
the  state  laws/  Re  United  Farmers*  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Nev.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  709. 

46.  Telephone  companies  by  making  illegal  charges  for  intrastate 
business  in  Nevada  are  subject  to  penalties  of  the  law  therefor,  not- 
withstanding such  charges  are  ordered  by  the  Postmaster  General  of 
the  United  States,  while  the  companies  are  under  Federal  control  for 
unified  operation.  Re  United  Farmers'  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Nev.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  709. 

47.  The  Postmaster  General,  in  operating  telephone  companies  with- 
in the  state  of  New  Jersey,  is  subject  to  the  police  power  of  the  state 
as  delegated  to  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  to  regulate 
the  rates  of  public  utilities,  and  the  Board  has  power  to  suspend  in- 
creased rates  ordered  by  the  Postmaster  General,  pending  an  investi- 
gation as  to  the  reasonableness  thereof.  Re  Suspension  of  Increased 
Charges  for  Teleph.  Service   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919B,  587. 

48.  Pending  determination  of  the  question  by  the  courts  the  New 
York  (Ik>mmis8ion,  Second  District,  will  not  concede  to  the  Postmaster 
General  of  the  United  States  any  power  over  intrastate  telephone  rates 
or  service.    Tanenbaum  v.  Burleson   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  715. 

49.  A  proposed  schedule  of  increased  telephone  rates  is  void  if  filed 
with  the  Oregon  Commission  without  the  previous  application  required 
by  the  State  Public  Utility  Act,  notwithstanding  it  is  filed  under  the 
direct  aifthority  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States,  who 
is  operating  the  telephone  lines.  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  467. 

50.  The  power  of  the  Federal  government  to  fix  intrastate  tele- 
phone rates  under  the  Act  of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  cannot  be 
implied  from  the  authority  to  take  over  all  of  the  revenues  of  the  com- 
panies. State  ex  rel.  Payne  v.  Dakota  Cfentral  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  228  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  277). 

51.  Telegraph  and  telephone  systems  operated  under  the  Federal 
Control  Act  of  July  16.  1918,  cannot  be  held  free  from  regulation 
under  state  statutes  on  the  theory  that  the  Federal  government  was 
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not  engaged  in  operating  such  systems  when  the  state  statutes  were 
enacted,  and  that  it  is  not  specifically  referred  to  therein.  State  ex  rel. 
Collins  V.  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919I),  340 
(S.  C.  —  Miss.  — ,  81  So.  404). 

52.  The  Vermont  Public  Senrice  Commission  has  entire  and  exclu- 
sive authority  over  local  and  intrastate  rates  and  regulations  of  tele- 
phone companies,  notwithstanding  the  authority  granted  the  Postmaster 
General  by  acts  of  Congress  relative  to  Federal  control  of  t^ephones. 
St.  Johnsbury  v.  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1919C,. 
964. 

53.  The  Missouri  Commission  assumed  jurisdiction  of  a  proceeding 
to  increase  the  rates  of  a  telephone  company  that  had  entered  into  no 
compensation  agreement  with  the  Postmaster  GcDeral  incident  to  gov- 
ernment control  of  the  system.  Re  Capital  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R» 
1919£,  59^. 

8*  United  States  aa  party  to  proceedingB, 

54.  In  the  absence  of  any  statute  in  which  the  United  States  con- 
sents to  become  a  party  to  rate-iixing  proceedings,  a  state  Commis- 
sion has  no  power  to  suspend  a  rate  fixed  by  the  Federal  authorities 
in  control  of  a  telephone  system  by  virtue  of  the  resolution  of  Con- 
gress of  July  16,  1918,  notwithstanding  the  proviso  that  the  act  should 
not  be  construed  to  impair  the  powers  of  states  in  relation  to  unlawful 
police  regulations.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  New  England  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  49  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  465,  4  A.L.R. 
1662,  122  N.  E.  567). 

55.  An  injunction  against  an  abuse  of  power  under  the  Federal 
Control  Act  of  July  16,  1918,  authorizing  the  operation  of  telegraph 
and  telephone  systems  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  for 
military  purposes,  cannot  be  prevented  on  the  theory  that  it  is  a  suit 
against  the  United  States  or  an  attempt  to  control  the  discretion  of 
the  President  in  the  exercise  of  an  executive  function.  State  ex  rel. 
Collins  V.  Cumberland  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  340 
(S.  C.  —  Miss.  — ,  81  So.  404). 

56.  The  right  of  the  Federal  authorities  to  fix  telephone  rates  un- 
der the  Act  of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  authorizing  the  President  to 
take  over  telephone  properties,  cannot  be  sustained  on  the  theory  that 
such  properties  belong  to  the  United  States,  and  that  therefore  the 
Federal  rates  cannot  be  assailed  without  the  consent  of  the  United 
States.  State  ex  rel.  Payne  v.  Dakota  Central  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  228  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  277). 

e.  Effect  of  interstate  character  of  rates. 

57.  The  Indiana  Ccmmission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  regulate  tele- 
phone rates  for  the  transmission  of  messages  from  point  to  point  with- 
in the  state,  if  such  transmission  has  to  be  through  an  exchange  located 
in  another  state.  Re  College  Comer  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
504. 

58.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  has  power — at  least  in  the  ab- 
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senoe  of  congresaional  action — ^to  regulate  the  rates  of  an  electric  com- 
pany whose  current  is  generated  outside  of  the  state  and  trunsiormed 
within  the  state  for  distribution  to  its  customers  therein.  Re  Appa- 
lachian Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

59.  In  the  absence  of  congressional  action  a  state  may  r^^late  the 
price  of  gas  sold  within  its  borders,  although  transported  fro  i  anoih  •.• 
state.  Re  Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R1919C,  603  (S.  C.  225 
K.  Y.  397,  122  N.  E.  260). 

60.  The  Maryland  Commission  will  not  reduce  zone  fares  on  inter- 
urban  railways  where  such  fares  constitute  a  part  of  an  interstate 
fare  fixed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Heaton  v.  Wash- 
ington &  R.  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  106. 

61.  The  Kansas  Commission  is  not  deprived  of  jurisdiction  over  the 
rates  of  a  railway  ccnnpany  because  of  the  fact  that  it  is  engaged  in 
intorstate  commerce,  if  it  assumes  no  jurisdiction  over  interstate  rates. 
Re  Kansas  City  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1919E,  132. 

d.  Effect  of  orders  of  Interstate  Commerce  CommisHon, 

62.  The  mann«r  prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conmiis* 
sion  for  the  change  of  raHroAd  rates  is  not  binding  as  to  intrastate 
rates,  especially  if  the  road  has  been  released  from  Federal  control; 
and  therefore  a  company  desiring  to  change  a  rate  establishd  by  the 
Pennsylvania  Commission  must  proceed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
the  Public  Service  Company  Law.  Oak  Extract  Co.  v.  Newport  &  S. 
Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  19a, 

e.  To  change  franchise  or  contract  rates. 

1,  In  general. 

Controversy  between  municipality  and  Oommisaion  as  to  right  to  regu- 
late rates  fixed  in  franchise  as  presenting  Federal  question,  see  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  32. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  see  Con- 

STITUTIOITAL  LaW,  33-86. 

Annotation  on  power  to  change  franchise  or  contract  rates,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  622;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  139. 

63.  The  Maine  Public  Utility  Act  does  not  except  contract  rates 
from  its  operation,  so  as  to  remove  them  from  regulation  by  the  Com- 
miHsion.    Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

64.  The  legislature  of  the  state  of  New  York  has  conferred  upon 
tlie  Public  Service  Commission  the  power  to  regulate  or  increase  rates 
of  fare  on  street  railroads  in  cases  in  which  a  valid  contract  in  respect 
thereto  is  not  in  force.  Westinghouse  Electric  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bingliam- 
ton  R.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.tJ.R.1919C.  780  (S.  C.  266  Fed.  378). 

65.  The  Oregon  Public  Utilities  Act,  which  empowers  the  Commis- 
sion to  regulate  rates,  authorizes  it  to  raise  rates  agreed  upon  by  prior 
municipal  franchise  ordinances;  since  it  was  intended  to  deal  with  con- 
ditions as  they  arise.  Portland  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  127  (S.  C.  89  Or.  325,  173  Pac.  1178). 
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66.  The  Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  and  Electric  Light  Commis- 
sioners has  authority  to  pass  upon  the  rates  of  a  water  utility,  not- 
withstanding a  contract  between  the  utility  and  town  with  respect 
thereto.    Re  Scituate  Water  Co.  (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

67.  The  constitutional  authority  of  the  Arizona  Commission  to  fix 
utility  rates  cannot  be  limited  by  contracts  between  the  utility  and  its 
consumers,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  Commission  has  per- 
mitted such  contracts  to  be  made.  Re  Arizona  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ariz.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  666. 

68.  The  mere  fact  that  a  railroad  company  may  be  estopped  fron^ 
questioning  the  validity  of  a  rate  contract  with  a  municipality  does 
not  prevent  the  state  or  Public  Service  Commissions  from  exercising 
their  authority  thereover.  Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  953  (S.  C.  107  Misc.  161,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147). 

69.  Under  the  rule  that  in  choosing  between  two  meanings  of  not 
entirely  unambiguous  language,  reason  requires  that  to  be  chosen 
which  will  not  render  the  act  absurd  and  unenforceable  in  practice, 
the  Missouri  statute  (I-.aw8  1913,  §  47,  p.  583)  empowers  the  Public 
Service  Commission  to  raise  rates  fixed  by  franchise  agreement.  Kan- 
sas City  V.  Public  Service  Conmiissloii  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  422  (S. 
C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  381). 

70.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Indiana  Commission  over  the  rates  of  an 
electric  utility  is  not  limited  by  a  provision  in  a  contract  between  the 
utility  and  a  consumer  providing  for  the  installation  by  the  latter  of 
a  motor  generator  transmission  line  and  certain  other  equipment.  Re 
Orleans  Electric  Light  A  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  979. 

71.  A  public  utility,  while  claiming  the  benefits,  cannot  repudiate 
the  obligations  of  private  rate  contracts  made  in  consideration  of  the 
grants  to  it  of  certain  easements  in  platted  lands  subject  to  which  lots 
were  sold  and  its  franchise  granted,  although  higher  rates  are  approved 
by  a  public  service  conunission.  Long  Beach  v.  Long  Beach  Power  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  367   (S.«C.  104  Misc.  337,  171  N.  Y,  Supp.  824). 

72.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  has  at  least  con- 
current jurisdiction  with  the  board  of  aldermen  of  New  York  city, 
over  an  express  baggage  transfer  company,  and,  ordinarily,  has  power 
to  regulate  its  rates  of  fare,  so  far  as  its  service  is  performed  under 
its  contracts  with  railroads  between  railroad  stations  and  other  places. 
Re  Westcott  Exp.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  733. 

2*  Contracts  made  subsequent  to  Commission  law. 

73.  Rate  agreements  with  local  authorities  made  subsequent  to 
the  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  and  the  Railroad  Law 
of  1910,  and  pursuant  thereto,  must  be  presumed  to  have  been  made 
with  knowledge  of  and  subject  to  all  of  the  provisions  of  those  acts. 
Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  963  (S. 
C.  107  Misc,  161,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147). 

74.  An  agreement  between  a  utility  and  a  consumer  as  to  rates, 
entered  into  sinoe  the  passage  of  the  Indiana  Public  Service  Commis- 
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sion  Aet»  is  not  a  ymlid  contract  unless  approyed  by  the  Commisaioii. 
Be  Orleans  Electric  Light  &  P,  Ga  (Ind.)  P.UJEL1919D,  979. 

8>  Effect  of  special  pnyviMans  in  contracts  or  statutes. 

75.  A  municipal  contract,  binding  as  against  the  power  of  the  New 
York  Public  Service  Commissions  to  regulate  rates,  does  not  exist 
by  Tirtue  of  a  consent  to  the  operation  of  a  street  railway  granted 
after  the  passage  of  a  maximum  rate  statute,  upon  express  condition 
that  the  provisions  of  the  act  '^pertinent  thereto  shall  be  complied 
with."  Westinghouse  Electric  k  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Binghamton  R.  Co.  (Fed.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  780  (S.  C.  266  Fed.  378). 

76.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  New  York  Public  Servioe  Commission, 
Second  District,  to  regulate  the  rates  of  street  railway  companies,  is 
not  affected  by  a  contract  between  a  city  and  street  railway  companies 
limiting  the  fare  to  6  cents,  where  the  contract  provides  that  "nothing 
in  this  contract  contained  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  the  legislature 
from  regulating  the  fares  of  said  companies,  or>  either  of-  them.*'  In- 
ternational R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.XJ.R.1919F, 
355  (S.  C.  226  N.  Y.  474,  124  N.  E.  123). 

77.  The  power  of  the  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  to 
regulate  the  rates  of  street  railways,  is  not  affected  by  a  contract  be- 
tween a  city  and  street  railway  companies  relating  to  both  rates  and 
transfers,  notwithstanding  the  provision  of  subdivision  6  of  §  49  of 
the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  clothing  the  Commission  with 
power  to  regulate  transfers,  and  providing  that  "nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  affect  or  modify"  the  terms  of  such  contract,  since  this 
is  a  limitation  upon  the  power  to  r^^late  transfers,  and  not  upon  t^e 
power  to  regulate  rates  conferred  by  the  first  subdivision  of  the  section. 
In^mational  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Conmiission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R 
1919F,  356  (S.  C.  226  N.  Y.  474,  124  N.  E.  123). 

4.  Effect  of  local  consent  provision, 

78.  A  constitutional  provision  requiring  local  consent  to  the  con- 
struction of  a  street  railway  does  not  devest  the  legislature  or  its 
agencies  of  the  power  to  regulate  the  rates  of  such  utilities.  Kansas 
City  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R1919D,  422  (8.  C.  — 
Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  381). 

79.  The  New  York  Commissions  have  jurisdicton  over  the  rates 
of  intenlrban  railroads  constructed  on  private  rights  of  way,  but 
across  streets  of  municipalities,  notwithstanding  maximum  rate  pro- 
visions in  the  municipal  consents  accepted  by  the  company,  especially, 
where  the  power  to  fix  rates  in  and  outside  of  the  limits  of  such 
municipalities  has  not  been  conferred  upon  them,  and  where  the  con- 
sents have  been  obtained  since  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law.  Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  953  (S.  C.  107  Misc.  151,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147). 

80.  The  power  of  the  Arizona  Corporation  Commission  to  fix  public 
utility  rates  in  a  specified  city  is  not  limited  by  a  constitutional  pro- 
visipn  authorizing  such  city  to  frame  a  charter  for  its  own  govern- 
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neiit,  ooBsistent  wltli  and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laWs  of  tlie 
state.  Yuma  Gas,  Light  &  Water  Ob*  v.  Yuma  (Ari».)  P.U.R.1919C, 
446  (S.  0.  —  Ari*.  — ,  178  Pac.  26). 

5.  Effect  of  lack  of  express  power  in  municipalttif. 

81.  Illinois  munieipalities  have  not  been  given  tiie  power  to  make 
contracts  as  to  street  railroad  rates  so  as  to  deprive  the  Oommissioo 
of  ite  power  to  protect  the  public  against  unjust  and  unreasonable 
rates.     Re  Chicago  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  678. 

82.  The  Nebraska  Commission's  jurisdiction  over  rates  is  not  af- 
fected bj  a  rate  provision  in  a  franchise  granted  by  a  city  of  the  second 
class,  since  such  cities  have  not  the  power  of  fixing  public  utility  rates. 
Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1918A,  86. 

6.  Effect  of  indeftniteness  in  franchise, 

83.  The. Indiana  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  the  rates  of  a 
utility  even  if  operating  under  a  franchise  that  has  not  been  surren- 
dered, in  the  absence  of  a  provision  in  such  franchise  for  definite  rates 
for  a  given  service.  Re  Orleans  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  979. 

84.  An  increase  in  fire  hydrant  rates,  authorized  by  a  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  over  the  maximum  fixed  by  municipal  ordinance,  can- 
not be  defeated  by  the  mere  objection  of  the  municipality,  especially, 
where  there  was  no  agreement  fixing  unalterable  charges.  Salem  y. 
Salem  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  966  (6.  C.  166  C.  C. 
A.  466,  266  Fe^.  296). 

7.  Effect  of  vMiver  by  city. 

86.  Maximum  rate  franchise  provisions  are  not  a  bar  to  Com- 
mission regulation  in  New  Y<»k,  where  the  restrictions  are  Waived 
by  the  proper  municipal  authorities.  Re  Hudson  Valley  R.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  448. 

8»  JPotter  to  cSuinge  rate  denied. 

86.  The  statutes  of  Ohio  which  create  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion and  define  ite  powers  do  not  confer  authority  on  the  Commission 
to  change  rates  fixed  by  the  terms  of  valid  contracts  made  6y  a  public 
utility  with  a  municipality  in  the  exercise  of  powers  clearly  conferred 
upon  it  Intenirban  R.  A  Terminal  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1919B.  212  (8.  C.  98  CMiio  St.  287,  8  A.L.R.  696,  120  N.  E. 
831). 

87.  Under  the  proviso  contained  in  the  6th  section  of  the  act  ap- 
proved August  23,  1907,  now  embodied  in  Civil  Code,  1910,  §  2662,  the 
Railroad  Commission  of  this  state  was  without  authority  to  exercise  the 
powers  conferred  and  extended  by  that  act,  so  as  to  determine  or  fix 
fares  upon  lines  of  street  railroads  within  the  limits  of  any  town  or 
city  between  which  and  the  street  railroad  <x>mpany  operating^  such 
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lines  there  was  a  valid,  subsisting  contract  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  the  act. 

(a)  There  was  such  a  contract  between  the  city  of  College  Park 
and  the  Greorgia  Railway  &  Power  Company,  and  between  that  com- 
pany and.  the  city  of  Decatur,  as  to  <me  line  running  from  Decatur  to 
Atlanta. 

(b)  But  a«  between  the  cities  of  Atlanta  and  East  Point  and 
the  Georgia  Railway  &  Power  Company  there  was  no  such  contract. 

(c)  But  theie  was  a  contract  covering  the  subject  of  transfers, 
which  provided  that  upon  the  payment  of  one  full  fare  a  transfer 
should  be  given;  and  the  Railroad  Commission  was  without  jurisdiction 
to  deal  with  the  matter  of  transfers.  Georgia  R.  &  Power  Co.  v.  Rail- 
road Commission  (Ga.)  P.U.R.1919D,  646  (S.  C.  —  Ga*  — ,  6  A.L.R. 
1,  98  S.  E.  696). 

88.  In  the  absence  of  a  valid,  subsisting  contract  and  ordinance  upon 
the  subject  of  fares,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Railroad  Commission, 
upon  application  by  the  Georgia  Railway  &  Power  Company,  a  street 
railroad  company,  to  fix  and  determine  the  rates  of  fare  upon  the 
lines  of  the  street  railroad  in  the  city,  in  accordance  with  the  law 
defining  the  po>vers  and  duties  of  the  Commission.  Greorgia  R.  &  Pow- 
«»r  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Ga.)  P.U.R.1919D,  646  (S.  C.  —  Ga. 
— ,  5  A.L.R.  1,  98  S.  E.  696). 

/.  To  rhange  statutory  maxhrvum  rates, 

89.  A  Commission  must  be  deemed  to  have  power  to  establish  utility 
rates,  although  a  maximum  rate  has  already  been  fixed  by  statute, 
where  it  is  expressly  authorized  to  hear  and  examine  complaints  con- 
cerning rates,  and  to  make  such  recommendations  and  orders  as  it 
may  deem  proper  concerning  them.  Robertson  v.  Wilmington  &  P. 
Traction  Co.  (Del.)  P.U.R.1919B,  129  (S.  C.  —  Del.  — ,  104  AtL  839). 
•  90.  Under  a  provision  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law  authorizing  the  Commissions  to  fix  the  maximum  price  of  gas 
and  electricity,  the  Commissions  have  the  power .  to  fix  the  price  of 
gas  of  a  company  operating  in  a  community  for  which  the  legislature 
itself  has  not  fixed  such  price.  People  ex  rel.  South  Glens  Falls  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  374  (S.  C.  225  N. 
Y.  216,  121  N.  E.  777). 

91.  The  power  which  the  Kew  York  Commission,  Second  District, 
has  to  raise  street  railway  rates  beyond  the  maximum  fixed  by  statute, 
should  not  be  exercised  unless  it  appears  that,  tested  by  the  rules 
ordinarily  employed  in  rate  cases,  the  statutory  rate  is  unjust  and 
unreasonable.  Re  Syracuse  &  Suburban  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
214. 

92.  Under  a  statute  authorizing  a  Commission  to  fix  a  maximum 
rate  for  gas  not  exceeding  that  fixed  by  statute,  the  New  York  Com- 
mission, First  District,  has  full  power  to  fix  a  reasonable  maximum 
rate  where  a  statute  fixing  a  maximum  rate  and  thus  limiting  the 
Commission's  jurisdiction  has  been  repealed  by  a  confiscatory  statute 
fixing  a  lower  maximum.  Re  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  49. 
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g.  To  adjudicate  rate  contract  rights, 

93.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  adjudicate 
rights  arising  under  contracts  between  a  telephone  company  and  it» 
stockholders.    Cook  v.  Bradbum  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  684. 

94.  The  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  have  no  power,  upon 
the  approval  of  a  schedule  of  increased  rates,  to  require  the  utility  to 
observe  unexpired  rate  contracts  made  pu^uant  to  a  prior  schedule; 
since  the  Commissions  have  not  the  powers  of  a  court  of  equity,  and 
since  the  attempted  classification  of  consumers  is  based  not  on  condi- 
tions of  service,  but  on  ccmditions  of  contract,  and  is  therefore  dis- 
criminatory. People  ex  rel.  New  York  Steam  Co.  v.  Strauss  (N.  Y.> 
P.U.R.1919C,  1014  (S,  C.  186  App.  Div.  787,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  868). 

95.  The  Ohio  Commission  has  no  power  to  open  up  and  set  aside  an 
order  entered  by  agreement  and  in  pursuance  of  a  contract  settlement 
between  the  parties  to  the  controversy  pending  before  the  Commission^ 
during  the  time  covered  by  the  contract.  State  ex  rel.  Zielonka  v. 
Marshall  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  135  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  467,  121  N.  K 
700). 

H.  To  fix  rates  higher  than  proposed  tariff* 

96.  The  action  of  the  Washington  Commission  authorizing  a  change 
in  rates  is  not  invalidated  because  some  of  the  rates  are  higher  than 
those  specified  in  the  proposed  traiff.  State  es  rel.  Seattle  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  89  (S.  C.  —  Wash.  — ,  180 
Pac.  913). 

i.  To  require  filing  of  rate  schedule. 

97.  Hie  New  York  Commissions  under  §  66,  subdivision  12,  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  have  power  to  order  gas  companies 
to  file  their  schedules  of  rates  and  forms  of  contracts;  and  the  ques- 
tion of  whether  the  Commission  has  power  to  fix  the  rates,  or  how 
the  rate  is  fixed,  is  inmiaterial.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Kings 
County  Lighting  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  636  (S.  C.  105  Misc.  665, 
173  N.  Y.  Supp.  789). 

^.  To  approve  new  rate, 

99.  The  New  Jersey  statute  does  not  require  the  prior  approval  by 
the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  of  a  newly  established  rate. 
Re  Califon  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  421. 

99.  The  Indiana  Commission's  approval  of  a  schedule  of  rates  for  a 
new  service  is  unnecessary.    Re  Montezuma  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  816. 

h.  To  stispetid  rates, 

100.  The  Maryland  Commission  is  without  power  to  suspend  the 
application  of  tariffs  carrying  increased  rates  filed  with  it,  pending 
the  determination  of  complaints  and  investigations  as  to  the  reason- 
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ableness  thereof.     Heaton  v.  Washington  &  R.  R.  Co.    (Md.)   P.U.R. 
1919C,  106. 

I.  To  require  i88%ianoe  of  street  nUlway  tickeU. 

101.  The  Massachusetts  Commission  has  power  to  make  orders  re- 
specting the  issuance  of  tickets  by  state  railways,  notwithstanding  the 
scliedule  presented  by  the  carrier  deals  only  with  cash  fares,  the  powers 
of  the  Commission  being  limited  only  by  the  requirement  that  they 
shall  be  just  and  reasonable.     Donham  v.  Public  Service  Commission 

(Mass.)   P.U.R.19I9C,  880  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  309,  122  N.  E.  397). 

fti.  To  require  issuance  of  excess  fare  receipts, 

102.  The  Maryland  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to  re- 
quire a  street  railway  company,  upcm  putting  into  effect  a  schedule 
of  increased  fares,  to  issue  excess  fare  receipts  to  passengers  paying 
the  increased  rates  in  the  event  that  the  increased  fares  should  be 
declared  unreasonable.  Re  United  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
74. 

n.  To  require  issuance  of  transferm* 

103.  The  Pennsylvania  CSommission  has  no  authority  to  require  one 
street  railway  company  to  issue  transfers  from  its  system  to  that  of 
another  independent  company.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  West  Chester 
Street  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  130. 

o.  To  fix  ferry  rates. 

104.  That  part  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Act  conferring 
upon  the  Public  Service  Commission  authority  to  prescribe  rates  of  toll 
for  ferries  operating  in  this  state  is  not  in  violation  of  §  24  of  art. 
8  of  the  Constitution.  Huntingdon  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  968  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — , 
99  S.  E.  285). 

p.  To  regulate  ^oint  rates. 

105.  The  Illinois  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction,  under  §  2  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Act,  to  establish  through  routes  and  joint  rates, 
in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  they  are  required  by  pulJlic  convenience 
and  necessity.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Chicago  Bd. 
of  Trade  v.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  620  (S.  C. 
286  111.  582,  122  N.  E.  158). 

106.  Under  §§  5540  and  5533  of  Burns's  Anno.  Stat.  1914  of  Indiana, 
the  Commission  has  power  to  establish  through  routes  and  joint  rates 
between  stations  located  within  the  state  on  one  line  of  railroad  to 
stations  within  the  same  state  located  on  another  line,  and  upon  dis- 
agreement of  the  carrier,  to  fix  their  pro  rat,i  share  of  such  charjres, 
Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Ck)mmissio]i  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  968  (8.  0.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  N.  E.  640). 
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g.  To  regulate  use  of  prepayment  meters, 

107.  Idaho  gas  companies  cannot  remove  prepayment  meters  without 
the  consent  of  the  Commission  under  §  50,  cliapter  106,  Comp.  Laws, 
providing  that^  unless  the  Commission  otherwise  orders,  no  change 
shall  be  made  by  any  public  utility  in  any  rate,  fare,  toll,  rental, 
charge,  or  classification,  or  in  any  rule,  regulation,  or  contract  relat- 
ing to  or  affecting  any  rate,  fare,  toll,  rental,  charge,  classification,  or 
service,  or  in  any  privilege  or  facility  except  after  thirty  days'  notice 
to  the  Commission  and  to  the  public  as  herein  provided.  Boise  City 
V.  Boise  Gas,  Light,  &  Coke  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.19195,  742. 

r.  To  fix  a  readines8-t0'8erve  charge, 

108.  Under  the  General  Code  of  Ohio,  §  614-17,  the  Commission  may 
authorize  a  readiness-to-serve  charge,  although  rates  are  fixed  by  a 
binding  ordinance  contract  between  the  utility  and  a  city,  where  the 
ordinance  does  not  provide  for  or  prohibit  such  a  charga  Ke  Lima 
Natural  Gas  Co.   (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919E,  168. 

a.  To  fix  a  ntinimtim  rate, 

100.  The  MisaouBi  Commission  is  withcntt  autkority  to  prescribe 
either  a  specific  or  a  'minimimi  rate.  Missouri  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Osage  County  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  689. 

t.  To  fix  charge  for  service  outside  the  state, 

110.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  fix 
utility  rates  for  service  rendered  outside  of  the  state.  Re  Appalachian 
Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

111.  The  Arizona  Commission,  although  it  has  no  authority  to  pre- 
scribe surcharges  or  in  any  other  way  adjust  rates  for  electricity  sold  in 
Mexico,  will  decline  to  permit  increases  in  rates  in  Arizona  sufficient 
to  care  for  all  deficiencies  in  revenue,  imless  proper  rate  adjustments 
are  made  applying  to  the  syst^n  as  a  whole.  Re  Arizona  Gas  &  B.  Co. 
(Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  666. 

u.  To  require  discount  for  inadequate  service, 

112-113.  Where  a  gas  company  is  required  by  order  of  the  (Corporation 
Commission  to  .furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  domestic  consump- 
tion, and  is  allowed  to  charge  the  public  a  maximum  rate,  which  is 
based  upon  the  adequacy  of  the  service  rendered  as  well  as  upon  the 
quantity  of  gas  furnished,  and  it  is  subsequently  shown  that  this  degree 
of  efficiency  is  not  sustained  by  the  company  during  certain  winter 
months,  the  Corporation  Commission  has  power  to  make  an  order  re- 
quiring the  company  to  discount  its  bills  rendered  for  such  months  a 
certain  per  cent  for  the  purpose  of  apportioning  the  maximum  rate  al- 
lowed according  to  the  efficiency  of  the  service  r^idered,  as  well  as  to 
the  quantity  of  gas  furnished,  where  it  is  practicable  to  do  so.  and  where 
it  appears  from  the  findings  of  fact  of  the  Commission,  which  are  con- 
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ceded  to  be  correct,  that  the  discount  ordered  bears  a  fair  relation  to  the 
falling  off  in  service,  such  order  will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal.  Nowa- 
ta County  Gas  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.>  P.U.R.1919C,  40  (S.  C.  —  Okla. 
— ,  177  Pac.  618). 

V,  To  fix  charges  in  and  for  a  municipality, 

114.  Tlie  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law  vests  in  the 
Commission  full  authority  to  regulate  the  rates  of  all  the  service  of  a 
water"  company,  including  the  charges  for  that  rendered  to  a  munici- 
pality. Beaver  Valley  Water  Co.  v.  New  Bright<m  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
18. 

115.  In  order  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  may  proceed  on  a 
complaint  filed  by  a  public  utility,  under  the  provisions  of  §§  614r-44  et 
seq.,  General  Code,  to  fix  rates  to  be  paid  to  the  utility  for  its  product 
or  service  in  a  municipality,  it  is  necessary  that  there  should  be  an 
ordinance  in  existence  passed  by  the  municipality  fixing  the  rate  or 
charge  complained  of,  and  that  the  Commission  after  a  hearing  shall 
find. that  the  rate  "so  fixed  by  ordinance  is  or  will  be  unjust  or  unrea- 
sonable, or  insufficient  to  yield  reasonable  compensation  for  the  service 
or  product."  Oak  Harbor  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  608  (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  168). 

116.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  of  tele- 
phone companies  cannot  be  denied  on  the  theory  that  the  company  is 
operating  wholly  within  a  municipality,  where  about  one  third  of  its 
subscribers  are  located  outside  of  the  city,  and  the  facilities  are  so  com- 
mingled that  it  is  impossible  to  fix  rates  for  rural  subscribers  entirely 
separate  from  those  of  city  subscribers.  Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  36. 

117.  The  Nebraska  Commission,  and  not  the  city  of  Omaha,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  rates  of  the  Omaha  &  Council  Bluffs  Street  Rail- 
way Company.    Re  Omaha  &  C.  B.  9.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1939A,  845. 

118.  The  act,  known  as  the  '^Railway  Commission  Act"  (Laws  1907, 
<Aap.  90  [Rev.  Stat.  1913,  §§  6104-6158] ) ,  gives  exclusive  original 
jurisdiction  of  cases  involving  the  rates  of  common  carriers,  to  the  state 
Railway  Commission,  and  is  not  changed  by  the  provisions  of  the  Omaha 
cSiarter.  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Nebraska  State  R.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  307   (S.  C.  --  Neb.  — ,  173  N.  W.  690). 

119.  By  the  provision  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  Mary- 
land, the  whole  question  of  rates  to  be  charged  for  railway  service 
in  the  city  of  Baltimore  was  committed  by  the  legislature  to  determi- 
nation in  the  first  instance  by  the  Commission,  subject  to  review  by  the 
courts,  as  provided  in  the  law.  Re  United  R,  it  Electric  Co.  (Md.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  74. 

FT.  Power  of  tnunioipaHHea. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  of  power  of  municipalities  over  rates,  P.U.R.1919D, 
p.  566;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  623. 
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120.  Municipalities  under  the  Ohio  statutes  have  no  authority  to 
fix  electric  power  rates.  Re  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.RIOIOA,  602. 

121.  If  an  ordinance  under  Gen.  Code,  §  3982,  fixing  the  price  for 
commodity  of  public  utility  company  is  not  accepted  in  accordance  with 
§  3983,  it  is  no  contract,  and  the  power  of  the  council  to  regulate  the 
price  is  as  ample  as  if  the  ordinance  contained  no  such  provision. 
Washington  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  365 
(S.  C,  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  46). 

122.  By  Gen.  Code,  §  3982,  read  in  connection  with  related  sections 
pari  materia  and  §§  9195,  9321,  and  3983,  the  legislature  intended  to 
authorize  a  city  council  to  make  regulations  as  to  rates  of  a  gas  and 
electric  company.  Washington  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1919F,  366  (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  46). 

123.  All  express  transfer  company,  by  electing  to  become  a  public 
hackman  and  taking  out  licenses  which  stipulate  for  its  compliance 
with  the  city  ordinances,  and  operating  thereunder,  binds  itself  to  per- 
form thereto  as  to  rates  of  fare  established  therein,  and  a  Commission 
should  not  interfere  with  such  rates  without  municipal  consent  so  long 
as  the  company  continues  to  operate  under  such  licenses.  Re  Westcott 
Exp.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  733. 

124.  By  the  provisions  of  §§  3982  and  3983,  Ohio  General  Code 
(§§  2478  and  2479,  Revised  Statutes),  two  entirely  different  situations 
are  contemplated  and  provided  for:  (a)  By  §  3982  the  city  is  given 
power  to  regulate  the  price  of  gas  from  time  to  time;  (b)  by  §  3983 
it  is  provided  that  if  the  city  fixed  the  price  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
ten  years,  and  the  gas  company  assents  thereto,  the  city  shall  not 
require  it  to  furnish  gas  at  a  less  rate  during  the  period  agreed  on, 
not  exceeding  such  ten  years;  but  if  the  company  does  not  assent  to 
the  rate  fixed  by  the  city  for  the  period  not  exceeding  ten  years,  the 
power  of  the  city  to  regulate  the  price  is  as  ample  as  if  the  ordinance 
contained  no  such  provision.  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1919C,  119  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  320,  3  A.L.R,  705,  121 
N.  E.  688). 

125.  "A  grant  of  power  to  a  municipal  corporation  must  be  strictly 
construed;  and  such  a  corporation  can  exercise  no  powers  except  those 
which  are  expressly  given,  or  are  necessarily  implied  from  express 
grants  of  other  powers."  Applying  this  principle  to  the  facts  contained 
in  this  record,  the  city  of  Atlanta  was  without  authority  to  pass  an 
ordinance  fixing  the  rates  of  fare  upon  the  lines  of  the  street  railroad 
company  which  it  had  constructed  within  the  limits  of  the  mimicipality, 
and  any  attempt  by  the  municipality  to  pass  such  ordinances  was  nuga- 
tory. Georgia  R.  &  Power  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Ga.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  546  (S.  C.  —  Ga.  — ,  5  A.L.R.  1,  98  8.  E.  696). 

b.  Power  to  mahe  rate  contracts. 

1,  In  general. 

Statement  of  rule  as  to  inability  of  municipality  to  defeat  juris- 
diction of  state  by  rate  contract,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  965. 
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Discussion  of  power  of  municipalities  to  make  binding  rate  con- 
tracts, P.U.R.1919E,  p.  775. 

126.  A  city  of  the  fourth  class  has  the  power  under  the  Michigan 
statute,  to  make  a  binding  franc]iise  rate  contract.  Hillsdale  Gaslight 
Co.  V.  Hillsdale   (Fed.)    P.U.R.1919F,  941   (S.  C.  258  Fed.  485). 

127.  The  power  of  a  municipality  to  make  rate  contracts  is  confined 
strictly  to  those  expressly  granted  to  it,  and  cannot  be  extended  by 
implication.     Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.    (Me.)    P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

128.  The  general  law  of  Maine  does  not  confer  upon  any  municipality 
the  power  to  regulate  the  rates  which  water  companies  may  chargo 
domestic  consumers,  nor  can  such  power  be  implied  from  the  power 
granted  in  the  charter  of  a  muncipality  to  contract  for  water  for  "mu- 
nicipal and  Are  purposes."  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
762. 

129.  Clearer  language  than  can  be  found  in  the  provisions  of  a  state 
statute  that  street  railway  franchises  shall  not  be  granted  by  a  mu- 
nicipality except  by  ordinance,  and  of  the  ordinance  itself,  permitting 
the  grantees  of  a  street  railway  franchise  to  charge -certain  fares  pro- 
vided they  make  certain  transfer  arrangements,  with  another  street 
railway  company,  must  be  used  before  the  mimicipality  can  success- 
fully claim  that  rates  so  fixed  were  withdrawn  from  subsequent  control 
by  the  legislature  and  its  authorized  agent,  a  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion. Englewood  v.  Denver  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919B,  638 
(S.  C.  248  U.  S.  294,  63  L.  ed.  263,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  100). 

130.  Under  §§  124  and  125  of  the  Virginia  Constitution  of  1902,  and 
subsequent  statutes,  unlimited  powers  were  conferred  upon  municipali- 
ties to  fix  utility  rates  by  franchise  contracts  during  the  franchise 
term;  and  such  contracts  are  therefore  binding  \mtil  modified  by  the 
consent  of  both  parties.  Virginia-Western  Power  Co.  v.  Com.  ex  rel. 
Clifton  Forge  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  766  (S.  0.  —  Va.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — , 
99  S.  E.  723). 

2,  Effect  of  control  of  streets. 

131.  The  power  of  municipalities  to  fix  interurban  railway  fares,  as 
a  condition  to  consents  to  operate,  cannot  be  inferred  from  the  consti- 
tutional power  to  fix  rates  of  urban  fare  as  a  condition  of  the  grantin;? 
of  consents  to  the  construction  and  operation  of  urban  railroads,  since 
the  fixing  of  interurban  rates  by  a  city  is  not  germane  to  the  public 
purpose  for  which  the  city  and  its  government  exist,  and  is  contrary 
to  the  public  policy  of  the  state.  Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission, 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  953   (S.  C.  107  Misc.  151,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147). 

132.  It  is  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  selectmen  of  a  town  to  im- 
pose a  rate  limitation  upon  a  public  utility  as  a  condition  of  their 
permit  for  its  occupation  of  the  streets.  Re  Worcester  County  Gas 
Petition   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919B,  559. 

133.  A  municipality  acting  imder  state  authority  may,  by  ordinance, 
make  a  valid  binding  contract  obligating  it  to  permit  the  operation  of 
a  street  railway  upon  the  city  streets  for  twenty-five  years  upon  the 
terms  and  conditions  therein  set  forth.     Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 21. 
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Co.  V.  Columbus  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  239  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  399,  63 
L.  ed.  660,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349). 

a.  Bfiwer  to  fix  rates  for  municipal  service, 

134.  The  grant  of  power  on  the  charter  of  a  municipality  to  contract 
for  water  for  "municipal  and  fire  purposes"  does  not  constitute  a  deie- 
gation  of  the  power  to  fix  rates  for  such  water,  beyond  the  power  of  the 
state  to  alter.     Re  Lincobi  Water  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

135.  There  is  no  difference  betWeen  the  power  of  a  municipality  to 
make  a  rate  contract  binding  on  public  utility  companies  with  respect 
to  consumers  by  franchise  provisions,  and  the  power  to  make  a  binding 
contract  with  respect  to  rates  to  be  charged  the  municipality  itself  for 
service  received  by  it.  Virginia-Western  Power  Co.  v.  Com.  ex  rel. 
Clifton  Forge  (Va.)  P.U.Ra919B,  766  (S.  C.  —  Va.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — , 
99  S.  £.  723). 

YII.  Elements  to,  "be  considered  in  determining  reasonableness, 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  factors  to  be  considered  in  rate-making,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  23;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  567. 

Annotation  on  what  the  traffic  will  bear  as  factor  to  be  considered 
in  fixing  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  624. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
rate-making,  P.U.R.1919B.  p.  24;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  624. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  large  consumers  in  rate-making, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  26. 

136.  Any  just  rate  must  necessarily  be  controlled  largely  by  the 
value  of  the  property,  the  cost  of  operation,  and  the  quantity  of  the 
product  sold;  and  to  these  factors  may  be  added  the  number  of  con- 
sumers. Re  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A, 
602. 

*  137.  In  adopting  a  system  of  rates  it  is  essential  that  it  be  kept 
within  practical  lines,  the  best  result  being  obtained  when  the  charge 
on  the  consumers  is  least,  enabling  the  utility  to  secure  the  greatest 
volume  of  business  possible  over  which  to  divide  the  costs  so  that  the 
burden  on  each  consumer  shall  be  the  least.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction, 
Light,  Heat  A  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

138.  In  passing  upon  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  the  method  of  ac- 
counting for  interest  charges  in  the  past  is  immaterial,  since  rates 
are  to  be  determined  in  accordance  with  the  cost  of  operation  and  the 
true  value  of  the  plant.    Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

139.  Upon  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates  by  a  rural  telephone 
company,  operating  no  exchange,  but  securing  switching  service  through 
another  company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  take  into  con- 
sideration an  increase  in  the  awitching  rates  of  the  other  company 
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which  had  not  been  authorized  by  the  Commission.    Be  Fond  Du  Lao 
Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  664. 

140.  The  fact  that  a  rate  fof  heating  may  have  a  prejudicial  effect 
upon  the  rental  of  property  is  immaterial  on  the  question  of  the  alleged 
unreasonableness  of  the  rates.  Bassett  y.  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.K.1919C,  476. 

141.  The  determination  by  a  Commission  of  the  reasonableness  of 
the  price  of  natural  gas  should  not  be  influenced  by  the  fact  that  a 
nonresident  producing  company,  if  it  is  dissatisfied  with  such  deter- 
mination, may  withdraw  its  supply  entirely  from  the  distributing  com- 
pany; since  this  is  piu-ely  a  question  of  policy  for  the  consumers  to 
consider.     Re  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

142.  The  percentage  of  increase  of  return  from  an  increase  in  rates 
cannot  be  determined  with  accuracy,  and  therefore  the  actual  operation 
of  a  schedule  of  rates  for  a  time  affords  the  best  evidence  of  its  fair- 
ness.    Re  Chicago  ft  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (III.)   P.U.R.1919A,  268. 

143.  A  Commission  is  justified  in  concluding  that  a  proposed  increase 
in  utility  rates  is  reasonable,  where  the  only  evidence  before  it  is 
favorable,  and  there  is  no  decided  case  holding  the  particular  rate  to 
be  unreasonable.  O^Brien  v.  Board  of  Public  Utility  Conurs.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  865  (S;  C.  —  N.  J.  L.  ^,  105  Atl.  132>. 

144.  A  period  of  from  two  to  four  months'  trial  to  determine  whether 
rates  fixed  by  a  Commssion  will  yield  as  much  as  estimates  of  return 
from  thoHc  proposed  by  receiver  is  not  excessive.  Donliam  v.  Publio 
Service  Commission  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  880  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  309, 
122  N.  E.  397). 

h.  Comparison  of  rates. 

Annotation  on  comparison  of  rates  as  factor  in  rate-makinor,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  26. 

145.  Comparisons  of  ton-mile  earnings  on  steam  lines  with  ton-mile 
earnings  from  proposed  rates  on  interurban  lines  are  of  little  value, 
owing  to  different  lengths  of  haul.  Re  Evansville  Suburban  &  N.  R. 
Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  5.55. 

146.  Rates  on  glass  sand  are  not  shown  to  be  unreasonable  by  com- 
parison with  rates  on  brick,  limestone,  and  sixth-class  rates.  American 
Window. Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

147.  Rates  allowed  in  other  similar  cities  may  be  considered  by  the 
Commission,  but  would  not  be  controlling.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  O. 
(Neb.)   P.U.R.1919C,  927   (8.  O.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

148.  Comparisons  of  utility  rates  for  like  service  in  other  cities, 
although  it  may  or  may  not  be  of  value,  is  never  controlling.  Bassett 
V.  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  475. 

149.  On  the  question  of  whether  a  temporary  increase  in  interurban 
railway  rates  shall  be  granted,  a  Commission  is  justified,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  proper  analysis  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  existing  rates 
of  the  company,  in  consiclering  the  experience  of  like  properties  and  the 
showings  made  by  them  in  applications  for  rate  increases.  Re  Chicago, 
L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  848. 

150.  A  Commission  has  the  right  to  compare  interstate  and  intra* 
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state  rates  of  the  saine  system  and  intrastate  rates  in  different  states 
of  the  same  system  in  determining  a  reasonable  rate.  Comwell  v.  Chi- 
cago, L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  364. 

151.  Evidence  of  the  comparative  mileage  valuation,  operating  reve- 
nues, operating  expenses,  fixed  charges,  traffic  statistics,  and  the  aver- 
age wages  of  platform  men,  is  of  little  value  in  a  proceeding  to  deter- 
mine the  reasonableness  of  street  railway  rates,  in  the  absence  of  evi- 
dence of  operating  conditions  of  the  other  company.  Re  United  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  264. 

o.  Value  of  service, 

152.  The  Indiana  Commission  based  its  schedule  of  electric  rates  on 
a  coal  consumption  of  10  poimds  per  kw.  hr.,  although  the  actual  con- 
sumption was  16.7  pounds  per  kw.  hr.,  where  such  excessive  consump- 
tion was  found  to  be  due  to  air  leaks  in  furnaces  and  to  poor  operation 
in  other  respects  j  since  utilities  should  not  be  relieved  from  the  effect 
of  wasteful  methods,  and  consumers  should  not  be  required  to  pay 
more  than  the  serv'ice  is  worth.  Re  Interstate  Public  Service  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  686. 

d.  Cost  of  service. 

Annotation  on  cost  and  value  of  service  as  factors  in  rate  making, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  24. 

153.  In  tlie  business  of  a  utility  supplying  electric  service,  rates 
should  be  based  primarily  upon  the  cost  of  service,  and  each  class  of 
consumers  should  pay  the  cost  of  serving  that  particular  class.  Re 
Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.11.1919B,  224. 

154.  Any  rates  that  would  prove  fair  to  all  customers,  large  or  small, 
must  share  in  a  fair  degree  the  cost  of  having  the  plant  under  opera- 
tion, and  the  service  available  whenever  needed.  Re  Oregon  Gas  &  E. 
Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  ©. 

155.  The  investment  per  consumer  cannot  be  taken  as  absolutely  and 
entirely  controlling  the  aggregate  charge  to  the  consumer,  since  it  not 
infrequently  happens  that  by  increasing  the  capital  investment  the 
operating  expenses  may  be  greatly. reduced.  Westminster  v.  Consoli- 
dated Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

e>  Ability  of  conmimer  to  pay, 

156.  The  reasonableness  of  utility  rates  cannot  be  determined  by  the 
varying  abilities  of  the  large  number  of  consumers  to  pay  for  the 
service.  Bassett  v.  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
475. 

157.  The  financial  inability  of  a  city  to  pay  additional  sums  for 
street  lighting  cannot  control  the  action  of  the  Missouri  Commission  in 
fixing  reasonable  rates  for  such  service.  Re  Salem  Light  k  P.  Co. 
(Mo.)    P.U.R.1919D,  882. 

158.  The  contention  that  a  municipality  did  not  have  sufficient  reve- 
nues to  pay  any  additional  sum  for  fire  protection  service  can  be  given 
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no  consideration  where  the  evidence  shows  that  the  municipality  had 
not  been  paying  its  just  and  proper  proportion  of  the  revenue  of  tl\e 
water  company.  Re  Hinton,  Water  Light  &  Supply  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  467. 

/.  CompetUiotu 

Annotation  on  effect  of  competition,  P.U.R.1019B,  p.  25. 

159.  Hates  influenced  by  competition  cannot  properly  be  taken  as  a 
standard  by  which  to  judge  the  reasonableness  of  rates  not  subject  to 
similar  influences.  American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)    P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

160.  A  gas  company  was  authorized  to  increase  its  rates  to  meet  a 
like  authorized  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  competing  company,  it  appear- 
ing that  the  resulting  return  would  not  be  excessive.  Re  Southern 
California  Gas  Co.    (Cal.)   P.U.R.1019D,  155. 

161.  Street  railway  companies  were  required  to  increase  their  rates 
by  the  imposition  of  a  chaige  for  transfers,  wlie're  such  a  charge  by  a 
competing  company  was  necessary  in  order  to  provide  a  reasonable 
return.     Re  Washington  fi,  &  Electric  Co.    (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

162.  Increased  rates  of  fare  held  necessary  for  one  system  of  street 
railways  in  the  District  of  Columbia  were  applied  alike  to  all  railway 
companies  within  the  District  in  order  not  to  impair  service  by  dis- 
arranging the  arteries  of  city  transportation,  it  appearing  that  prac- 
tically every  line  of  one  system  within  the  city  proper  is  paralleled 
by  the  line  of  a  competing  company.  Re  Washington  R.  4;  Electriii 
Co.   (D.  C.)    P.U.R.1919F,  761. 

g.  Location  of  pi  a  fit, 

163.  Upon  the  combination  of  steam  generating  plants  for  the  more 
effective  production  of  electricity,  the  community  in  wliich  the  most 
eflicient  plant  is  located,  but  which  has  no  inherent  advantages  for  the 
location  of  such  a  plant  over  the  other  localities,  is  not  solely  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  the  more  efficient  generation  of  the  local  plant.  Re 
Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  16. 

h.  Existence  of  franchise  or  contract, 

164.  It  is  not  the  policy  of  the  Missouri  Commission  to  change  street- 
lighting  franchise  contract  rates  whenever  it  is  reasonably  consistent 
to  avoid  such  a  conclusion.  Re  Edina  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1019C, 
516. 

165.  The  fact  that  conditions  have  not  changed  since  a  rate  contract 
was  entered  into  is  immaterial  on  the  question  of  reasonableness  in  an 
application  for  rate  increase.  Re  Orleans  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  979. 

166.  The  rates  of  street  railway  should  be  increased  beyond  the 
amount  fixed  by  municipal  contracts  only  when  it  clearly  appears  that 
the  public  interest  requires  it.  Re  Kansas  City  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  132. 

167.  In  performing  its  duty  with  reference  to  the  alteration  of  rates 
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governed  by  contract  between  a  municipality  and  a  utility,  the  Kansas 
Commission  will,  in  so  far  as  possible,  place  itself  in  the  same  position 
that  the  city  would  have  occupied,  had  the  Commission  never  been 
created,  and  consent  to  such  a  change  in  rates  as  will  make  good  serv- 
ice possible.    Re  Kansas  City  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1919E,  132. 

168.  While  a  rate  limitation  in  a  franchise  does  not  deprive  the 
Illinois  Commission  of  jurisdiction  to  change  rates,  the  fact  that  the 
rates  are  so  limited  may  nevertheless  be  taken  into  consideration  in 
determining  whether  the  company  is  receiving  a  fair  return.  Re  East 
St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919E.  916. 

169.  Voluntary  rate  contracts  entered  into  in  good  faith  between 
public  utilities  and  their  patrons,  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Pub- 
lic Utility  Law  and  based  upon  adequate  consideration,  will  be  recog- 
nized by  the  Idaho  Commission  as  far  as  possible.  Davis  v.  Idaho 
Power  Co.   (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  824. 

i.  Burden  of  proof  as  to  reaaonahlenese. 

!•  In  general. 

• 

Discussion  of  presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  statutes  fixing 
rates,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  647. 

Annotation  on  burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  rates, 
P.U.R.1919D,  p.  568. 

Annotation  on  presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rates,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  625. 

170.  The  burden  of  proof  as  to  the  necessity  for  changes  in  rates  lies 
entirely  with  the  applicant.  Re  Viola  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
47. 

171.  A  rate  which  has  been  in  existence  for  a  number  of  years  with, 
out  objection  should  not,  at  a  time  of  abnormally  high  operating  costs, 
be  declared  unjust  or  unreasonable  in  the  absence  of  convincing  evi- 
dence.    Bowers  v.  Spring  Hill  Water  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  951. 

2.  Existing  rates, 

172.  Tlie  burden  of  showing  that  filed  rates  are  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable is  on  the  complainant.  Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  R.  Co.  v. 
Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  984. 

173.  The  burden  of  proof  as  to  the  unreasonableness  of  a  rate  rests 
upon  the  complainant,  where  the  complaint  is  not  presented  until  after 
the  rate  had  become  effective.  Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand  Co.  y.  Penn 
CentJLight  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  635. 

174.  The  complainant's  burd^i  of  proof  to  show  that  utility  rates 
are  imreasonable  is  not  shifted  by  the  fact  that  the  investigation  as  to 
reasonableness  is  undertaken  by  the  Commission  at  the  request  of  the 
complainant.  Bolivar  v.  Empire  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (X.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
115. 

a.  Proposed  increase  in  rates, 

175.  The  burden  of  proving  that  a  proposed  increase  of  rates  if  rea- 
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sonable  is  upon  the  utility,  where  complaints  against  such  increase  are 
filed  before  the  effective  dates  thereof.  Spencer  v.  Waverly,  S.  &  A. 
Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  65». 

176.  The  utility  has  the  burden  of  proving  the  reasonableness  of 
proposed  rates  where  complaint  as  to  such  rates  had  been  tiled  prior 
to  the  effective  date  thereof.  National  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R. 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  418. 

177.  A  Commission  is  justified  in  refusing  to  increase  intrastate 
rates  in  the  absence  of  an  apportionment  of  values,  expenses,  and 
revenues  between  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic  of  an  electric  inter- 
urban  railway,  since  it  is  the  duty  of  a  utility  ^applying  for  a  rate 
increase  to  sustain  the  burden  of  proof.  Re  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  B. 
Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  848. 

178.  The  burden  of  proof  resting  upon  a  utility  to  establish  the  rea- 
sonableness of  a  proposed  increase  in  rates  may  be  met,  not  alone  by 
evidence  actually  introduced  at  the  hearing,  but  also  by  the  general 
knowledge  on  the  subject  possessed  by  the  Commission  as  a  result  of  its 
previous  experience  and  investigation.  State  ex  rel.  Seattle  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  89  (S.  C.  —  Wash.  — ,  180 
Pac.  913). 

179.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  refused  to  grant  a  horizontal  in- 
crease in  all  the  rates  of  a  water  company  where,  although  it  appeared 
tliat  the  company  was  in  need  of  greater  revenue,  there  was  not  proof 
that  the  proposed  rates  would  be  reasonable  for  all  classes  of  service. 
Re  Princeton  Water  Co.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  156. 

180.  Upon  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates  the  burden  is  upon 
the  petitioner  to  show  that  the  existing  rates  are  unjust,  unreasonable, 
and  insufficient,  and  that  the  proposed  increase  is  justified;  and  where 
a  consideration  of  the  claim  for  relief  involves  an  examination  of  items, 
some  of  which  are  properly  allowable  for  the  purpose  for  which  they 
are  intended,  and  others  which  are  not,  the  burden  is  upon  the  peti- 
tioner to  separate  such  items  with  definiteness  and  clearness,  and  to 
€ihow  facts  from  which  it  may  be  determined  what  are  propedy  allow- 
able and  what  must  be  rejected.  Re  East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  916. 

181.  A  stipulation  by  a  public  utility  company  as  one  of  the  con- 
<Mtions  of  a  Commission  order  authorizing  it  to  capitalize  at  a  desired 
ii mount  without  full  investigation  as  to  value  of  the  property  involved, 
that  it  would  among  other  things  assume  the  burden  of  establishing 
affirmatively  that  any  increase  in  existing  rates  is  reasonable,  must 
be  considered  as  of  full  force  and  effect  in  subsequent  proceedings  in- 
volving the  reasonableness  of  a  proposed  increase  in  rates.  Re  Iroquois 
Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

182.  The  fact  that  no  patron  of  a  public  utility  company  protests 
against  a  proposed  rate  increase  is  not  in  itself  sufficient  to  justify 
the  granting  of  the  petition.  Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
243. 
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VIII.  Rate  contracta, 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  rate  contract,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  829 ;  P.U.R. 
1919K,  p.  625. 

Discussion  of  rules  concerning  the  validity  of  rate  contracts  in 
general,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  808. 

Discussion  of  invalidity  of  municipal  rate  contracts  where  the  state- 
has  exercised  its  power  to  fin  rates,  P.U.R.1919C,  813. 

183.  A  contract  rate  cannot  be  upheld,  on  the  ground  of  estoppel, 
wherein  direct  conflict  with  an  express  constitutional  prohibition. 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  584  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  --,  214  S.  W.  379). 

184.  A  consolidated  utility  company  is  not  bound  by  the  rate  pro- 
visions of  a  predecessor  company's  franchise,  in  the  absence  of  evidence 
of  its  assignment  or  of  agreement  to  its  terms  and  conditions.  Re 
Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  35. 

185.  There  is  no  prohibition  in  the  Maryland  laws  against  the  mak- 
ing of  contracts  by  public  utilities  with  their  consumers,  notwithstand- 
ing such  contracts  may  be  abrogated  as  to  the  price  to  be  paid  for  the 
service.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  k  P. 
Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919A,  66. 

186.  A  very  clear  case  in  favor  of  the  general  public  must  be  made 
out  before  the  Maryland  Commission  will  exercise  its  power  to  abrogate 
existing  rate  contracts;  and  it  is  not  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  claims 
of  the  holders  of  such  contracts,  that  they  were  entered  into  with  knowl- 
edge of  the  power  of  revocation,  or  that  such  contracts  have,  since 
their  execution,  become  discriminatory.  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.   (Md.)  P.U.R1919A,  66. 

187.  The  interests  of  the  general  public  require  the  abrogation  of 
utility  rate  contracts  where  necessary  to  enable  the  company  to  render 
adequate  service  to  the  re«*t  of  its  patrons,  and  to  put  it  beyond  rea- 
sonable peril  of  financial  embarraj^sment,  so  as  to  enable  it  to  attract 
capital/  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co. 
(Md.)  P.U.R.1919A,  66. 

188.  In  determining  whether  the  necessity  for  increased  revenue  is 
sufficient  to  warrant  the  Maryland  Commission  in  abrogating  existing 
rate  contracts  between  a  public  utility  company  and  a  portion  of  its 
consumers,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  fact  that,  if  the  contract 
rates  are  approved,  higher  rates  could  not  be  established  for  other 
patrons  receiving  the  same  class  of  service,  under  a  statute  forbidding 
a  greater  or  less  compensation  for  the  same  kind  of  service.  Public 
Service  Commission  v.  Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  66. 

189.  The  Public  Utilities  Act  (102  Ohio  Laws,  p.  549)  was  passed 
Jime  14,  1911,  and  any  contract  for  service  entered  into  by  a  public 
utility  and  its  patron  subsequent  to  that  date  is  subject  to  the  super- 
vision of  the  Public  Utilities  CommiHsion,  and  is  not  binding  and  en- 
forceable in  so  far  as  it  conflicts  with  the  rates  established  through  the 
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Odmmissioii.    Patterson  Foundry  &  Mach.  Co.  v.  Ohio  River  Power  Co. 
(Ohio)  P.U.R1919F,  616   (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  241). 

b.  Validity  of  contract  as  hetween  the  parties, 

190.  The  fixing  of  a  rate  for  the  first  ten  years  of  a  franchise  granted 
for  twenty-five  years  by  a  city,  which  reserves  to  the  city  the  right  to 
regulate  rates  from  time  to  time  as  provided  by  law,  does  not  change 
the  franchise  contract  nor  exhaust  the  power  of  the  city  thereunder. 
The  ori^nal  agreement  constitutes  one  entire  contract,  and  such  action 
conforms  to  and  carries  out  its  provisions.  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  (Ohio)  P.UJR.1919C,  119  (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  320,  3 
A.L.R.705,  121  N.  E.  688). 

191.  As  it  appears,  the  city  of  Bismarck  granted  to  plaintiifs  as- 
signor a  franchise  to  use  the  streets  of  the  city  of  Bismarck  to  serve 
gas  to  the  city  and  the  people.  The  franchise  did  not  fix  the  rates  for 
gas,  but  it  did  clearly  fix  the  highest  rate  that  might  be  exacted;  and 
the  grantee  agreed  in  writing  to  furnish  gas  at  prices  not  to  exceed  the 
limited  rate.  There  is  no  claim  that  the  contract  w€«  made  without 
consideration,  or  that  it  was  affected  by  fraud,  duress,  or  imposition. 
Hence  the  gas  company  has  no  right  to  charge  for  gas  any  sum  in 
excess  of  the  limited  rates.  Bismarck  Gas  Co.  v.  District  Ct.  (N.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  394   (S.  C.  —  N.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  878). 

192.  Increased  street  railway  operating  costs  and  decreased  net  reve<' 
nues  due  to  war  conditions  and  to  an  increased  wage  scale  fixed  by  tlie 
National  War  Labor  Board,  though  rendering  unremunerative  the  street 
railway  fares  fixed  by  municipal  franchise  ordinances  which,  by  accept- 
ance, became  valid  contracts,  mutually  binding  for  the  twenty-five-year 
term  named  therein,  do  not  absolve  the  street  railway  company  from 
the  obligations  of  its  contract  so  as  to  justify  it  in  surrendering  its 
franchises  and  excuse  it  from  giving  service  at  the  rates  so  fixed, — 
especially  where  it  cannot  be  said  that,  taking  all  the  years  of  the 
term  together,  the  contract  will  prove  unremunerative.  Columbus 
R.  Power  &  Light  C;o.  v.  Columbus  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  239  (S.  C. 
249  U.  S.  399,  63  L.  ed.  660,  6  A.L.R.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349). 

193.  Where  a  municipality,  under  proper  authority  from  the  state, 
grants  a  franchise  to  a  public  utility  company,  conferring  upon  the 
latter  for  a  definite  period  and  on  definite  terms  and  conditions  the 
right  to  use  public  streets  and  other  places  for  the  purpose  of  supply- 
ing the  inhabitants  of  said  municipality  with  a  public  necessity,  and 
the  utility  accepts  such  franchise,  the  latter  becomes  a  mutual  binding 
contract  between  the  parties  thereto,  and  cannot  be  amended  or  abro- 
gated by  either  of  such  parties  without  the  consent  of  the  other.  Hills- 
dale Gaslight  Co.  ▼.  Hillsdale  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919F,  941  (S.  C.  258  Fed. 
486). 

IX,  Bate  schedules;  notice  of  change,  filing ,  and  effective  date. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  rate  schedules,  contents,  filing,  and  notice,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  567. 
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104.  A  Commission  rate  order  is  not  superseded  by  a  subsequent 
filing  of  a  new  schedule  of  rates  by  the  utility,  under  the  Indiana  Ck>m- 
mission*  Statute  of  1907.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  SchnuU  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1019C,  637   (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  225). 

195.  Tariffs  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  supersede  eon- 
tracts  based  upon  rates  specified  in  a  former  tariff,  until  declared  in- 
valid on  evidence  that  they  are  unjust  and  unreasonable.  Weimer 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Metropolitan  Edison  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
553. 

196.  A  claim  that  a  schedule  of  increased  rates  to  be  effective  must 
be  filed  by  both  parties  to  a  rate  contract,  which  claim  is  based  on  the 
tlieory  that  the  parties  are  partners,  needs  no  consideration  where 
both  parties  are  corporations,  since  corporations  cannot  be  partners. 
Re  Wayland-Steuben  Power  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  162. 

5.  Necessity  of  filing  schedules, 

197.  A  telephone  eompany  in  South  Dakota  must  establish  rates  and 
file  a  schedule  thereof  with  the  Commission.  Jordon  v.  Peoples  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  226. 

198.  A  surcharge  is  illegal  although  imposed  in  accordance  with  an 
agreement  with  the  city  council,  where  a  statute  prohibits  the  company 
from  charging  rates  other  than  those  on  file  with  the  Commission.  Re 
Portageville  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  586. 

199.  Under  the  Missouri  statutes  a  public  utility  is  not  required  to 
file  rate  schedules  for  work  done  by  the  company  at  the  request  of  cus- 
tomers upon  the  customers'  apparatus,  appliances,  or  equipment  on  the 
customers'  premises;  since  this  is  no  part  of  the  public  service  it  i& 
required  to  render.  Re  St  Louis  County  Gas  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R,1919B, 
568. 

200.  A  railroad  operating  as  a  plant  facility  cannot  recover  from  a 
line  carrier  in  an  action  in  a  state  court,  charges  for  switching  inter- 
state cars  for  which  no  schedule  of  rates  has  been  filed  with  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  since  under  the  Act  of  Congress  to 
Regulate  Commerce,  the  latter  company  cannot  legally  pay  charges  for 
which  no  schedule  has  been  filed,  and  cannot  be  made  to  perform  an 
illegal  act.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  11.  Co.  v.  South  Shore  R.  Co.  (Pa.> 
P.U.R.1919F,  706   (S.  C.  264  Pa.  162,  107  Atl.  680). 

201.  A  charge  under  an  order  of  the  Postmaster  General  for  a  change 
of  a  name  in  a  telephone  directory  is  illegal  under  the  New  York  Pub- 
lic Service  Commissions  Law,  where  not  filed  with  the  proper  Com- 
mission.    Hoffman  v.  Burleson    (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919C,  638. 

202.  Rates  cannot  by  agreement  be  varied  automatically  with  the 
changing  costs  of  coal,  labor,  and  material,  without  posting,  publish- 
ing, and  filing  the  changes  as  made  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law.  Re  Mercer  County 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  907. 

0.  Notice  of  application  for  increase  in  rate, 

203.  Patrons  of  a  public  utility  who  have  received  actual  notice  of 
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a  proposed  increase  in  rates,  visited  the  office  of  the  utility,  inspected 
the  proposed  tariff,  and  attached  a  copy  thereof  to  the  complaint^  which 
was  filed  with  the  Commission  prior  to  the  effective  date  thereof,  so 
as  to  place  upon  the  company  the  burden  of  justifying  the  increased 
rates,  cannot  complain  that  the  rates  were  not  posted  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Pennsylvania  statute.  Masteller  v.  North 
Branch  Transit  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  788. 

204*  Under  a  statute  requiring  a  hearing,  prior  to  any  change  of  a 
utility  rate  by  a  Commission,  an  order  fixing  a  rate  cannot,  without 
public  notice,  be  amended  so  as  to  provide  for  a  higher  rate;  and  it  is 
immaterial  that  there  may  have  been  time  enough  for  protests,  and 
that  protests  were  actually  made  by  certain  persons.  Robertson  v.  Wil- 
mington &  P.  Traction  Co.  (Del.)  P.U.R.1919B,  129  (S.  C.  —  Del.  — , 
104  Atl.  839).  ^ 

d.  Effective  date. 

205.  The  Ohio  Commission'  will  not  authorize  a  public  utility  to  put 
into  effect  a  schedule  of  rates  upon  less  that  statutory  notice,  merely 
to  forestall  an  ordinance  fixing  rates,  so  as  to  give  the  utility  the  bene- 
fit of  such  schedule  pending  an  appeal  to  the  Commission  from  the 
ordinance.    Re  Toledo  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919B,  722. 

Z.  Kinds  of  rates, 

a.  Minimum  hill  or  service  charge. 

Annotation  on  minimum  bill  or  service  charge,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
882. 

Discussion   of   distinction   between   minimum   charge   and   service 
diarge,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  433. 

200.  A  service  charge  should  be  applied  to  the  period  of  service, 
and,  if  paid  in  advance,  should  be  adjusted  on  that  basis  in  case  of 
discontinuance  of  the  service.  Wilkins  v.  Claremont  Gaslight  Co. 
(N.  H.)    P.U.R.1919C,  772. 

207.  A  minimum  charge  is  illegal  where  a  utility  company  is  also 
charging  the  maximum  amount  permitted  by  statute  for  its  service. 
Re  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  430. 

208.  A  utility  company  should  not  be  allowed  to  make  an  additional 
minimum  charge  to  consiuners  having  two  meters,  where  the  second 
meter  is  required  in  order  to  enable  consumers  to  obtain  the  needed 
service  at  the  lowest  price  by  classification  of  service,  which  the  com- 
pany is  responsible  for.  Re  Public  Electric  Light  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1.07. 

200.  A  separate  minimum  charge  for  each  gas  meter  is  proper,  since 
each  meter  is  a  constant  source  of  expense  to  the  utility,  and  it  is  un- 
just to  compel  consumers  using  a  large  quantity  of  gas  to  pay  the 
expense  incurred  in  behalf  of  customers  who  make  a  very  small  return 
or  no  return  at  all  to  the  company.  Sag  Harbor  v.  Long  Island  Gas 
Corp.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  163. 

210.  Consiuners  of  a  gas  company  should  not  be  allowed  to  remove 
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'meters  during  a  portion  of  the  season  in  order  to  save  the  monthly 
minimum  charge,  without  being  required  to  pay  the  actual  cost  of  the 
removal  and  resetting  of  the  meters.  Wilkins  v.  Clahemont  Gaslight 
Co.   (X.  H.)   P.U.R.191»C,  772. 

211.  A  minimum  charge  based  upon  the  theory  that  each  consumer 
should  bear  an  equal  portion  of  the  constant  costs  would  be  unfair  to 
the  Hmall  consumers.  Re  Portland  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
148. 

b.  Flat  or  metered  rates, 

212.  Flat  rates  based  on  the  number  and  kind  of  fixtures  shopld  not 
be  charged  in  connection  with  metered  service;  and  a  separate  and 
additional  charge  should  not  be  made  for  ^  hose  connection  or  private 
garage  connected  with  the  premises,  when  the  water  used  for  such  pur- 
poses is  measured  through  a  single  meter  and  paid  for  at  meter  rates. 
La  Place  v.  GuUford-Chester  Water  Co.   JConn.)    P.U.R.1919C,  460. 

o.  Meter  rental, 

213.  A  charge  for  meter  rental  is  unlawful  in  Missouri.  Re  Portage- 
ville  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  586. 

d.  Step,  rates, 

214.  A  rate  schedule  in  the  form  of  "step  rate"  should  not  be  per- 
mitted.    Re  Mattoon  Clear  Water  Co.    (111.)   P.U.R.1919F,  28. 

6.  Coal  clauses  in  rate  schedules, 

215.  Coal  clauses  in  rate  contracts,  adopted  as  an  emergency  measure 
to  care  for  the  fluctuating  cost  of  coal  during  the  war,  will  not  be 
declared  illegal,  since  it  cannot  be  said  that  they  were  unjust  or  un- 
reasonable in  the  results  following  their  application.  Pennsylvania 
Glass  Sand  Co.  v.  Penn.  Cent.  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  635. 

216.  Coal  clauses  in  rate  contracts,  having  served  their  emergency' 
purpose,  and  having  largely  disappeared  from  tariff  schedules,  will  not 
be  declared  illegal  by  the  Pennsylvania  Commission;  since  it  cannot 
be  said  that  they  were  unjust  or  unreasonable  in  the  results  following 
their  application.  Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania 
Utilities  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.i919E,  984. 

XI.  Discrimination^ 

Discrimination  in,  see  Discbikiitation,  1. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  868. 

XII,  Bates  of  particular  utUUies. 

Estal)li8hment  of  automobile  stage  service  where  eizisting  taxicab  and 
livery  service  is  adequate  and  stage  rates  will  be  higher,  see  Auro- 
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Arizona  rules  r^ulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers,  see 
Atjtomobiles,  15. 

For  taxicab  service  as  not  within  jurisdiction  of  Commission,  see  Auto- 
HOBn.ES,  21. 

Consideration  of  rate  schedules  of  various  applicants  for  certificate  of 
convenience  for  operation  of  automobiles,  see  Certificates  of  Con- 
venience AND  NeCESSITT,  1. 

Temporary  injunction  to  restrain  increase  in  rates  of  express  company 
operating  under  Federal  control,  see  Injunction,  9. 

Annotation  on  express  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  669. 
Annotation  on  telegraph  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  630. 

a.  Electricity* 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  electric  service,  P.U.It.l919A.  pp.  119,  592; 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  823;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  626. 

Discussion  of  factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates  for  consumers 
of  large  amounts  of  electric  energy,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  243. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  favorable  location  of  municipalities  "with 
reference  to  water  power  on  electric  rates,  P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

Discussion  of  comparative  rates  for  electricity  for  street  lighting 
in  small  cities,  P.U.R.1919D,  ^7. 

Discussion  of  preferential  rates  of  nonpeak  service,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
112. 

217.  An  electric  company  will  not  be  permitted  to  cut  off  a  physician's 
office  from  his  house  and  to  maintain  a  separate  meter  in  the  office, 
although  it  constitutes  a  separate  building,  where  both  buildings  arc 
on  the  same  lot,  bills  for  service  of  both  have  been  rendered  on  the 
measurements  of  one  meter  for  twelve  years,  the  wiring  and  instal 
lation  of  but  one  meter  had  been  done  at  the  suggestion  of  the  com 
pany,  there  had  been  no  change  in  the  condition  of  the  premises,  ant 
the  company  has  but  one  rate,  covering  business  and  residence  service 
Hill  V.   Athens  Electric  Light  Plant    (111.)    P.U.R.1919A,   804. 

218.  The  enforcement  of  a  demand  charge,  irrespective  of  its  reason 
ablencss  is  illegal  where  no  such  rate  has  been  filed  with  the  Com 
misiision.    Lowe  Lumber  Co.  v.  Mishawaka  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  816. 

219.  Optional  service  may  be  rendered  in  order  to  market  surplus 
electrical  energy,  such  service  to  be  rendered  or  discontinued  for  periods 
at  call  of  either  the  producer  or  consumer,  provided  that  whenever 
the  producer  discontinues  such  service  to  one  consumer  it  shall  at  the 
same  time  do  so  as  to  all  others.  Re  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  885. 

220.  Equipment  installed  by  a  consumer  to  make  the  current  pro- 
duced by  an  electric  utility  available  should  not  be  considered  in  a  rate 
proceeding,  where  the  rate  proposed  by  the  utility  is  below  the  cost  of 
production  before  the  current  reaches  such  equipment,  and  where  the 
equipment  is  used  to  furnish  service  only  to  the  consumer.  Re  Orleans 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  979. 
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221.  Rules  filed  with  the  Illinois  Commission  with  reference  to  elec- 
tric installations  do  not  justify  a  change  in  installations,  resulting  in 
an  increase  in  rates  at  such  time  as  the  company  deems  proper  to 
bring  them  into  conformity  with  such  rules,  a  change  being  permis- 
sible only  when  authorized  by  the  Commission.  Federal  Steel  Fixture 
Co.  V.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.   (III.)   P.U.R.1919D,  483. 

222.  A  utility  which  has  notified  a  consumer  of  a  saving  which  may 
be  effected  by  changes  in  wiring  to  conform  to  meter  methods  set  forth 
in  its  rate  schedule  is  imder  no  obligation  to  bill  for  this  service,  prior 
to  the  time  such  changes  are  made,  at  the  reduction  effected  thereby. 
Rothschild  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  27. 

223.  The  ^'standard  rate"  for  electrical  commercial  lighting  was  or- 
dered eliminated   where  nearly  all  the  standard  rate  users  had  very 
small  connected  loads,  making  it  impracticable  to  install  demand  meters. . 
Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

224.  The  California  Coounission  in  applying  surcharges  to  rates  for 
electricity  applies  a  uniform  surcharge  per  kilowatt  hour  to  the  separate 
classes  of  business,  varying,  however,  the  amoimt  of  surcharge  between 
the  classes.    Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  810. 

225.  One  division  of  an  electric  railway  producing  current  for  the 
entire  system  should  receive  a  reasonable  rate  rather  than  switchboard 
cost  for  the  current  supplied  the  other  divisions.  Re  West  Virginia 
Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  95. 

2,  Kinds  of  service, 

(a)  Bower, 

226.  Rates  for  power  are  usually  less  than  for  electricity  because  the 
equipment  is  ordinarily  installed  to  meet  lighting  demands,  and  such 
equipment  is  largely  idle  during  the  day,  since  electricity  cannot  be  com- 
mercially stored.  Siegfried  v.  Washington  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,   688. 

227.  Electric  power  consumers  should  not  be  made  to  bear  the 
greater  proportion  of  the  whole  cost  of  production  thereby  reducing 
the  rate  to  light  consumers,  if  that  course  would  result  in  driving  the 
power  consumers  to  other  fuel  in  whole  or  in  part.  Re  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.   (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919A,  602. 

228.  It  is  not  unreasonable,  under  proper  circumstx«\nces,  to  require 
Industrial  consiuners  to  bear  the  whole  additional  cost  of  coal  used  in 
the  electrical  branch  of  a  public  utilty,  if  this  does  not  result  in  rates 
in  excess  of  the  fair  worth  of  the  service.  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  A  P.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919A,  66. 

(h)   Moving  picture  theaters, 

229.  The  rule  that  electric  rates  for  moving  picture  theaters  should  be 
intermediate  between  those  for  lightincr  and  those  for  power  does  not 
apply  in  case  of  a  theater,  which  is  operated  usually  in  the  evening, 
Avhen  the  demand  for  electricity  for  lighting  is  at  the  peak.  Siegfried 
V.  Washington  Electric  Co.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919A,  588. 
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(o)  Household  appliancea. 

230.  In  anthorizing  a  schedule  of  increased  electric  rates,  the  Utah 
Commission  required  the  utility  to  include  household  electrical  ap- 
pliances within  the  benefits  of  the  cooking  and  power  rate,  rather  than 
to  apply  thereto  the  lighting  rate,  since  most  of  such  power  is  used* 
during  the  daytime,  at  a  time  of  neunimum  demand.  He  Moab  Light  & 
P.  Co.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919F,  948. 

d.  Kinds  of  rates, 

(a)  Minitnunt  hiU  or  service  charge. 

231.  A  schedule  providing  a  minimum  monthly  charge  of  50  cents  for 
power  users,  regardless  of  motor  ratings  or  connected  load  yhich  the 
plant  is  expected  to  be  ready  at  all  time,  is  inequitable.  Re  Hartford 
(Wis.)   P.U.R,1919P,  216. 

232.  The  Illinois  Comitission  refused  to  increase  minimum  bills  for 
lighting  service,  in  the  absence  of  any  showing  as  to  the  unreason- 
ableness of  the  existing  minimum  bills.  Re  Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co. 
(111.)  P.UJL1919E,  494. 

223.  A  minimum  charge  was  substituted  for  a  service  charge  in  the 
case  of  an  electrical  utility  owning  a  distribution  plant  only,  and 
receiving  energy  from  the  producer,  under  a  minimum  so  small  as  not 
to  result  in  any  payment  for  energy  not  received.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert 
Electric  Co.  (Idaho)   P.U.R.1919A,  552. 

(h)  Flat  or  meter  rates, 

234.  An  electric  company  was  authorized  to  substitute  meter  rates 
for  flat  rates.     Re  Big  Springs  Electric  Co.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919F,  946. 

235.  Metered  electric  service,  with  the  attendant  cost  of  setting,  read- 
ing, and  removing  meters,  computing  bills,  etc.,  is  not  an  expedient  or 
economical  service  for  temporary  summer  customers,  and  flat  rates 
should  consequently  prevail  for  this  service.  Re  Yaquina  Bay  R.  & 
Lumber  Co.    (Or.)   P.U.R.1919E,  875. 

(o)  Demand  charges, 

236.  An  electrical  company  should  make  provision  in  its  schedules 
to  enable  its  patrons  to  take  advantage  of  changes  in  operation  varyins: 
the  demand  and  use  of  energy,  and  should  place  in  such  schedules  a 
definition  of  how  the  demand  is  to  be  determined,  and  should  make  its 
determination  and  charge  harmonize  with  the  minimum  and  the  de- 
mand charges  in  its  rate  schedules  covering  other  classes  of  service. 
Phoenixville,  V.  F.  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
(Pa.)    P.U.R.1910E,  647. 

237.  Electric  rates  are  inequitable  which  provide  for  no  difference  in 
charge  per  kilowatt  hour  for  customers  with  a  varyinij  demand  in  either 
the  metered  lighting  schedule  or  the  metered  power  rate.  Re  Yaquina 
Bay  R.  &  Lumber  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.I919E,  876.' 
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(d)  Rates  varying  xcUh  co8t  of  ooaU 

Discussion  of  effect  of  increase  in  coal  prices  on  cost  of  electric 
power  service,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  816. 

238.  It  may  be  equitable  to  vary  the  charges  to  industrial  electrical 
consumers  with  the  average  cost  of  coal  during  the  preceding  month, 
rather  than  with  the  average  variations  in  operating  costs  of  all  kinds, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
company's  entire  electrical  output  is  hydrogenerated.  Public  Service 
Commission  v.  Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919A,  66. 

239.  In  determining  a  rate  schedule  varying  with  the  changing  cost 
of  coal,  the  b«ise  price  of  the  coal  may  be  taken  at  a  figure  represent- 
ing the  average  normal  cost  for  many  years  prior  to  the  Europewi  war, 
where  the  former  schedule  was  based  upon  such  fuel  charges.  Public 
Service  Commission  v.  Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  66. 

240.  A  provision  in  a  contract  for  an  increase  in  the  price  to  be  paid 
by  a  town  to  a  public  utility  company  for  electricity,  equivalent  to 
1  mill  a  kilowatt  hour  for  each  dollar  in  excess  of  $5  a  gross  ton  paid 
for  coal  delivered  at  the  company's  plant,  was  held  reasonable.  Re  West- 
field   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919B,  34. 

(e)   Installation  charges, 

241.  An  installation  charge  for  metered  electric  service  of  $2.60, 
payable  on  application,  was  held  reasonable  in  order  to  permit  con- 
sumers intending  to  use  continuous  service  to  pay  the  special  cost  of 
initiating  it.  Re  Yaquina  Bay  R.  &  Lumber  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
875. 

242.  A  rider  to  a  schedule  of  electric  rates  imposing  a  charge  of  $5  for 
setting  and  removing  meters  where  premises  are  occupied  for  less  than 
one  year,  the  charge  to  be  refunded  in  case  service  is  rendered  con- 
tinuously for  twelve  months,  was  disapproved,  although  the  justice  of 
charging  short-term  consumers  something  additional  to  regular  con- 
sumers was  recognized;  since  the  rider  in^  question  did  not  take  into 
consideration  the  length  of  time  applicants  for  service  had  been  cus- 
tomers of  the  company  at  some  other  address,  nor  the  amount  of 
current  which  they  would  consume.  Re  Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)   P.U.R.1919D,  748. 

243.  A  rule  requiring  that  ''parties  using  service  for  less  than  six 
months  will  be  charged  for  connecting  and  disconnecting  the  service" 
was  held  to  be  too  indefinite,  and  a  total  charge  of  50  cents  payable 
in  advance  was  ordered  made  for  this  service  to  temporary  flat-rate 
customers.    Re  Yaquina  Bay  R.  A  Lumber  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E,  875. 

4.  Short  hour  tisers, 

244.  The  total  charges  for  service  to  short-hour  users  must  be  rel- 
atively higher  than  those  paid  by  consumers  making  more  use  of 
facilities  kept  at  their  disposal.  Phoenixville,  V.  F.  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  v. 
Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  647. 
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245.  Consumers  using  their  demand  only  in  the  neighborhood  of 
two  and  one-half  hours  per  day  must  pay  more  than  the  average  cost 
of  producing  the  entire  station  output.  Phoenbcville,  V.  F.  &,S.  E.  R. 
Co.  V.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  647. 

6.  Free  fixtures, 

246.  An  electric  company  should  not  supply  free  lamps  to  consumers. 
Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  810. 

h.  Gas, 

1.  In  general. 

Inadequacy  of  rate  as  justifying  refusal   to  extend  gas   service,  see 

Service,  69. 
Effect  of  rate  limitation  in  franchise  for  use  of  streets  for  gas,  where 

owner  also  has  unlimited  franchise,  see  Franchises,  3. 

Annotation  on  gas  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  75;  P.U.R.1919D,  569, 
P.U.R.1919E,  627. 

Statement  showing  comparison  of  gas  costs  in  Buffalo  and  Roch- 
ester, P.U.R.1919F,  471. 

Statement  showing  price  of  gas  in  various  cities,  P.tJ.R.1919F,  p. 
470. 

247.  Regulations  as  to  the  filing  of  rate  schedules  by  gas  corporations, 
adopted  by  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commission,  First  District.  Re 
Gas  Rate  Schedules   (N.  Y.)    P.U.R.1919A,  722. 

248.  A  statutory  maximum  to  be  charged  for  gas  "manufactured,  fur- 
nished, or  sold**  in  a  specified  city  does  not  apply  to  gas  manufactured 
therein  and  transmitted  by  means  of  pipes  and  sold  to  private  consum- 
ers in  neighboring  municipalities.  Re  Municipal  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,    72. 

249.  In  determining  equitable  gas  rates,  the  factors  to  be  considered 
are  the  cost  of  manufacturing  and  selling,  whether  these  expenses  are 
reasonable  under  existing  Conditions,  and  also  the  value  of  the  service 
to  the  consumer.    Re  Spring  Valley  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  839. 

2,  Heat  value, 

250.  The  business  of  a  gae  company  is  the  selling  of  heat  units;  and 
when  it  delivers  a  short  measure  of  heat  units  and  collects  the  full 
measure  of  price,  it  is  receiving  payment  for  un rendered  service.  Vin- 
oennes  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  ]69. 

8,  Residence  and  street  lighting, 

251.  A  difference  should  be  recognized  in  fixing  gas  rates  for  resi- 
dence purposes  and  for  street  lighting,  since  there  is  some  saving  in 
expense  on  gas  furnished  to  the  city  for  street  lighting.  Buck  v.  Judge 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  458. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 22. 
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4.  Minimum  hill!  service  charge, 

252.  The  consumers  of  gas  desiring  to  retain  prepayment  meters  were 
required  to  pay  a  minimum  charge  of  $1  per  month.  Boise  City  v. 
Boise  Gas,  Light,  &  Coke  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919E,  742. 

6.  Readine88'tO'8erve  charge, 

253.  A  ''readiness-to-serve^'  charge  of  25  cents  per  month  per  gas  meter 
was  held  equitable  and  reasonable.  Re  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919D,  645. 

6,  Prepayment  meters, 

254.  A  gas  company  which  has  voluntarily  installed  prepayment 
meters  should  not  be  allowed  to  replace  them  by  standard  meters 
merely  because  of  the  expense  involved  in  readjusting  them^to  conform 
to  increased  rates  authorized  by  the  CommisRion,  or  of  the  losses  of 
the  company  suffered  through  theft,  or  because  they  enable  the  user 
to  escape  the  monthly  minimum  charge,  but  the  users  of  such  meters 
should  be  required  to  pay  a  higher  rate  for  the  service  as  well  as  a 
minimum  monthly  charge.  Boise  City  v.  Boise  Gas,  Lights  ft  Coke  Ca 
(Idaho)  r.U.R.1919E,  742. 

c.  Heating;  steam,  and  hot  water. 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  heating,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  337;  P.U.R.1919D, 
p.  669. 

Discussion  of  basis  of  fixed  and  variable  steam-heating  charges, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  978. 

Discussion  of  the  importance  of  thermostats  in  regulating  heating 
service  and  reducing  heating  service  rates,  P.U.R.1910B,  p.  325. 

Discussion  of  the  cost  of  heating  hot  water  service  based  on  cal- 
culation of  water  through  condenser,  P.U.IU1919B,  p.  323. 

255.  If  a  steam-heating  system  is  larger  than  the  present  demand, 
but  not  too  large  for  reasonable  and  probable  growth,  the  fixed  charges 
on  the  extra  plant  equipment  should  be  aib8orl)ed  in  the  rates  for 
energy.     Re  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  973. 

256.  The  excess  in  fuel  costs  of  a  heating  utility,  due  to  unr^ulated 
temperatures,  should  not  be  charged  against  the  consumer;  nor  should 
rates  be  based  upon  the  costs  obtained  in  a  single  year  if  they  be  at 
all  abnormal.  Re  Wisconsin -Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.K. 
1919B,  318. 

257.  In  determining  the  amount  of  radiation  to  which  a  heating  serv- 
ice rate  is  to  be  applied,  the  partitions,  floors,  and  ceilings  which  sepa- 
rate hallways  and  vacant  apartments  in  which  no  radiation  is  actually 
installed,  may  be  treated  as  outside  exposures  of  the  heated  apart- 
ments, but  not  to  the  same  degree  of  cold  as  the  outside  air.  Re  Wis- 
consin-Minnesota Light  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919B,  318. 

258.  A  heating  utility  cannot,  under  a  rule  providing  that  ''the  corn- 
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pany  does  not  in  any  case  contract  to  heat  less  than  the  whole  of  any 
building  or  apartment  occupied  by  the  consumer/'  collect  from  the 
owner  of  a  business  property,  for  the  heating  of  interior  hallways  or 
vacant  rental  space,  wliere  no  heat  is  actually  furnished,  or  where  such 
heat  as  is  furnished  for  occupied  space  upon  contracts  with  tenants 
individually.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &;.  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  318. 

;8.  Service  charge. 

250.  A  steam-heating  service  charge  may  be  apportioned  on  the  basis 
of  the  square  feet  of  radiation.  Re  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  973. 

260.  Steam-heating  charges  should  be  divided  so  that  each  customer 
shall  pay  a  fixed  charge  that  will  take  care  of  the  investment  necessary 
to  provide  for  his  demands  in  addition  to  the  cost  of  supplying  the 
steam  used.    Re  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  973. 

d.  IfUerwrban  railways^ 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  street  and  interurban  railway  rates,  P.IJ.It.l919A, 
p.  621. 

Annotation  on  interurban  railway  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  570; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  628. 

261.  In  establishing  interurban  passenger  fares,  the  location  of ' 
centers  of  population  as  well  as  mileage  must  be  considered,  and  a 
point  on  an  extreme  end  of  a  blanketed  territory  should  not  be  taken 
as  a  basing  point  for  building  up  a  combination  of  local  fares  to  defeat  a 
reasonable  through  rate.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  513. 

262.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  statutory  maximum  rate 
for  an  interurban  railway,  so  far  as  applicable  to  its  incidental  opera- 
tion within  municipalities,  it  may  be  assumed  that  any  conclusions 
reached  as  to  the  rate  of  return  for  the  system  as  a  whole  would  apply. 
Re  Syracuse  &  Suburban  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  214. 

263.  Earnings  of  $15  per  car  for  any  movement  no  matter  how  short, 
except  it  be  a  purely  switching  movement,  c^innot  be  characterized  as 
excessive  or  unreasonable  under  present  high  operating  costs.  Re  Evans- 
ville  Suburban  &  N.  R.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  555. 

264.  An  interurban  railway  was  required  to  figure  fares  to  the  exact 
cent  rather  than  to  use  multiples  of  0  or  6.  Re  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1. 

2,  Comparison  of  rates, 

(a)  In  general, 

265.  In  considering  an'  application  for  a  rate  increase  on  an  inter- 
urban line,  the  Illinois  Commission  took  notice  that  there  had  been 
an  increase  in  interurban  fares  generally  upon  electric  lines  in  the 
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state,  and  held  that  the  petitioner,  so  far  as  possible,  should  be  put 
in  this  respect  upon  an  equality  with  other  lines.  Re  East  St.  Louis  & 
Suburban  R.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  916. 

(h)   With  steam  railroad  rates. 

266.  Interurban  street  railway  fares  should  not  be  maintained  on  a 
parity  with  steam  railroads  controlled  by  the  Federal  government;  since 
it  is  the  desire  of  the  government  to  have  the  electric  railroads  take 
over  as  much  as  is  possible  of  the  passenger  traffic  to  release  the  steam 
lins  for  war  work.    Re  Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R1919A,  235. 

267.  An  interurban  railway  company  was  allowed  to  increase  its 
freight  rates  to  a  parity  with  lines  controlled  by  the  Federal  govern- 
ment, in  order  to  enable  it  to  retain  its  fair  percentage  and  of  revenues 
derived  from  interline  freight  traffic,  both  interstate  and  intrastate, 
with  certain  modifications  demanded  by  purely  local  conditions.  Re 
Utah  Idaho  C.  R  Co.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919A,  236. 

268.  The  reasonableness  of  the  freight  rates  of  an  electric  railway 
company  cannot  be  determined  merely  on  a  basis  of  comparison  with 
those  of  steam  railroads,  irrespective  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  return 
on  the  amount  invested,  especially  where  the  electric  road  has  no  classi- 
fication of  freight  into  various  classes.  Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.) 
P.U.R.X910A,  161. 

8.  Zone  or  mUea^e  Mste. 

269.  The  rates  of  an  electric  railway  for  long  haul  freight  beyond  the 
minimum  charge  zone  should  be  established  on  a  mileage  basis,  where 
the  company  has  but  one  class  of  station  servioe  freight,  confined  wholly 
to  its  own  lines,  and  properly  charges  a  fixed  uniform  minimum  amount 
per  100  pounds  for  a  short  haul.  Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn,)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  161. 

270.  The  establishment  by  an  electric  railway  company  of  a  mini- 
mum freight  rate  or  rate  per  mile  per  100  pounds  for  a  short  haul, 
proportionately  more  than  the  average  rate  per  mile  for  a  long  haul, 
is  justifiable,  since' the  major  part  of  labor  and  expense  connected  wiUi 
the  less  than  carload  trolley  shipments  is  the  loading,  unloading,  and 
terminal  facilities,  which  apply  equally  to  short  as  well  as  long  hauls. 
Re  Connecticut  Co.   (Conn.)   P.U.R.1919A,  161. 

271.  An  interurban  fare  schedule  based  upon  1  mile  zones,  with  a 
minimum  charge  of  6  cents,  entitling  the  passenger  to  a  ride  through 
three  zones,  with  an  additional  charge  of  2  cents  per  zone,  was  held 
reasonable.    Re  Concord  &  M.  Electric  Branch  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  38. 

272.  Interurban  electric  railway  rate  schedules  should  be  constructed 
on  a  mileage,  rather  than  a  zone,  basis.  Re  Hudson  Valley  R.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  443. 

4.  Tratisfera, 

273.  The  practice  of  issuing  transfers  between  interurban  and  city 
lines  should  be  discontinued  where  the  interurban  lines  constitute  an 
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entirely  separate  system  operated  under  distinctly  different  conditions. 
Re  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.)   P.U.R.1919A,  513. 

274.  The  practice  of  a  company  operating  both  an  interurban  and 
a  street  railway,  in  giving  transfers  to  interurban  passengers  entitling 
them  to  ride  to  any  part  of  the  city  reached  by  the  street  railway 
line,  which  practice  affects  various  communities  along  the  interurban 
line,  cannot  be  discontinued  merely  upon  the  request  of  one  of  tne 
communities  interested.  Bellwood  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Altoona  & 
L.  V.  Electric  R.  Co.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  918. 

6.  Commutation  tickets, 

275.  Commutation  rates  between  various  places  should  not  be  based 
upon  volume  of  traffic.    Re  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1. 

276.  The  New  York  Commissions  are  not  justified,  either  by  precedent 
or  statute,  in  fixing  commutation  rates  without  reference  to  the  cost 
of  the  service  and  the  return  on  invested  capital.  Conunuters  v.  Roch- 
ester &  S.  R,  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919A,  743. 

277.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  proposed  commutation 
rates  of  an  electric  railway,  evidence  of  commutation  rates  in  force 
upon  other  roads  in  the  same  vicinity  may  be  used  in  the  absence  of 
better  proof.  Commuters  v.  Rochester  &  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
743. 

278.  The  establishment  of  commutation  rates  is  based  on  the  prin- 
ciple ikAt  a  regular  rider  who  used  the  road  every  working  day  should 
secure  a  low  rate  because  of  the  advantages  accruing  to  the  carrier 
from  having  regular  users  resident  upon  its  line;  and  making  such 
tickets  good  for  a  longer  period  than  thirty  days,  and  issuing  them 
to  those  who  do  not  ride  every  working  day,  is  equivalent  to  selling 
large  number  of  tickets  wholesale  at  low  rates.  Re  Portland  R.  Light 
&  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  513. 

6*  Students*  tickets. 

279.  In  establishing  a  schedule  of  increased  interurban  rates  to  meet 
abnormal  operating  costs,  the  Utah  Commission  refused  to  increase 
students'  fares  on  the  ground  that  the  cause  of  education  is  of  para- 
mount importance  to  the  communities  served.  Re  Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co. 
(Utah)  P.U.R.1919A,  236. 

7.  Return  tickets  and  mileage  hooks, 

280.  In  establishing  a  schedule  of  passenger  fares  on  interurban  rail- 
ways, no  valid  reason  exists  for  the  abolition  of  reduced  rate  return 
trip  and  mileage  tickets.  Re  Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919A, 
235. 

S.  Excess  fares, 

281.  A  greater  rate  of  fare  for  cash  patrons  of  an  interurban  railway 
than  for  those  holding  tickets  is  unjust  and  unreasonable,  although 
the  extra  fare  is  subject  to  rebate,  where  many  passengers  boards 
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cars   at   poiAts    tvhere   there   is   no   agent  and   no   way   to   purchase 
tickets.    Re  Ft.  Wayne  &  X.  I.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  648. 

6.  Irrigation. 

>282.  The  California  Commission  refused  to  establish  an  irrigation 
rate  varying  monthly  according  to  the  amount  of  water  used,  since 
the  Commission  was  of  the  opinion  that  such  a  rate  would  be  found 
to  be  cumbersome  and  impi:acticable.  Re  Citizens  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  523. 

283.  The  California  Commission  established  a  schedule  of  .rates  for 
an  irrigation  company  by  which  the  occasional  user  of  water  should 
pay  a  higher  rate  than  the  regular  consumer.  Re  Citizens  Water  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R,1919F,  523. 

284.  The  California  Commission  established  a  schedule  of  rates  for 
an  irrigation  company  whereby  consumers  on  higher  levels,  whose  serv- 
ice requires  the  utility  to  incur  additional  public  expense,  should  pay 
higher  rates.    Re  Citizens  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  523. 

285.  A  water  company  was  ordered  to  cease  from  charging  consumer^ 
an  initial  charge  for  the  execution  of  service  contracts,  which  charge 
is  over  and  above  the  annual  rate  for  water.  Re  Fresno  Canal  k  Land 
Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

286.  A  canal  company  was  ordered  to  cease  its  practice  of  refusing 
to  allow  its  consumers  to  discontinue  paying  for  water  under  their 
respective  contracts,  even  if  they  received  no  water  whatsoever,  and 
wish  to  abandon  all  their  rights  under  such  contract.  Re  Fresno  Canal 
&  Land  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382. 

/.  Municipal  plant. 

Annotation  on  rates  of  mimicipal  plants  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  26;  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  670. 

g.  Natural  gas. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  from: 
another  state  by  means  of  pipe  line,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  19. 

287.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  refused  to  eliminate 
a  readiness-to-serve  charge  of  50  cents  per  month  imposed  by  a  natural 
gas  company  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  franchise  gradted  by 
a  town  board,  in  the  absence  of  any  evidence  that  the  action  of  the 
tpwn  board  was  fraudulent  or  erroneous.  Mumford  v.  Tri-County 
Natural  (Jas  C^.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  422. 

288.  An  order  permitting  an  automatic  increase  in  natural  gas  rate* 
when  the  company  ''shall  have  built  a  main  line  into  a  southern  field, 
and  shall  have  secured  a  supply  of  natural  gas  adequitte  for  its 
patrons,"  is  not  complied  with  by  an  extension  into  a  field  which  may 
have  possibilities,  but  which  cannot  be  relied  upon,  where  there  are 
large  areas  that  have  been  tested  and  shown  to  have  great  capacity. 
Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Oklahoma  Qas  A;  £.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJl. 
1919E,  300. 
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289.  Unwise  or  reckless  expenditures  made  in  drilling  wells  and  pur- 
chasing leases  and  wells  at  a  time  when  natural  gas  production  was 
promising  and  competition  in  the  field  was  keen  cannot  be  recouped 
in  gas  rates  to  be  charged  in  the  future,  especially  when  the  invest- 
ments were  not  made  solely  for  the  purpose  of  producing  or  distribut- 
ing gas.    Re  Western  Natural  Gas  Co.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  76. 

290.  The  best  way  of  securing  an  equitable  natural  gas  rate  adjust- 
ment is  to  separate  the  producing  from  the  distributing  end  bf  the 
business;  allow  a  reasonable  price  for  gas  at  the  wells;  determine  the 
expenses  necessarily  incurred  in  gathering,  transporting,  and  distribut- 
ing gas;  determine  the  depreciation  of  the  property  and  the  amount 
necessary  to  make  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  Investment  in  the  prop- 
erty used  and  useful;  and  use  these  factors  as  a  basis  for  determining 
suitable  rates.    Re  Western  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJR.1919B,  76. 

h.  BaUroads. 

Proof  of  public  necessity  and  convenience  for  through  railroad  rates, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  48. 
Proceedings  below  after  reversal  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  decree 

enjoining  enforcement  of  railroad  rates,  see  Appeal  Ain>  Review, 

69-62. 
Validity  of  rates  violating  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  Constitution, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  3. 
Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates  for 

intrastate  transportation,  see  Constitdtional  Law,  13. 
Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  over 

railroad  rates  fixed  by  receiver,  see  Constitutional  Law,  14. 
Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case  fin- 
ished product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 
Director  General  as  proper  party  to  complaint  against  railroad  rates, 

see  Pabties,  8. 

Annotation  on  railroad  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  100;  P.U.R.1919D, 
p.  570;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  629. 

Annotation  on  joint  rates  on  railrotfds,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  974. 

Statement  of  rule  that  shippers  were  entitled  to  reasonable  rates  at 
common  law,  P.U,R.1919C,  p.  639. 

Percentage  of  gross  revenue  received  from  carrying  express  under 
contract  with  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  754. 

Discussion  as  to  what  constitutes  delivery  necessary  to  complete 
fjansportation  service,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  423. 

1,  Effect  of  Federal  control. 

291.  The  rates  of  a  railroad  company  should  not  be  increased  merely 
lor  the  purpose  of  maintaining  them  on  a  level  with  the  rates  of  rail- 
roads under  control  of  the  Federal  government.  Re  Bingham  &  G.  R. 
Co.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919A,  662. 

292.  A  tariff  filed  with  the  New  York  Conunission,  Second  District, 
by  an  intrastate  railroad  while  under  Federal  control,  constitutes  the 
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legal  schedule  of  rates  after  the  road  has  returned  to  private  manage* 
ment,  notwithstanding  that  subsequent  to  such  filing  and  while  the 
road  was  still  under  Federal  control,  a  different  schedule  was  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  pursuant  to  Federal  au- 
thority; where  the  railroad  company  fails  to  file,  either  during  na- 
tional control  or  afterwards,  the  new  schedule  of  rates  with  the  state 
Commission.  Maloney  v.  Norwood  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  998. 

293.  Switching  charges  on  private  tracks  or  elsewhere  cannot  be 
justified  under  General  Order  No.  15  of  the  United  States  Railroad 
Administration.    Re  Utah  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  249. 

294.  The  Utah  Commission  is  in  no  way  bound  to  attempt  to  main- 
tain parity  of  rates  between  a  railroad  under  private  control  and  linea 
under  Federal  control,  where  the  Federal  increase^  have  not  been  passed 
upon  by  the  Commission,  although  failure  to  do  so  might  adversely 
affect  the  revenues  of  the  government  controlled  line.  Re  Salt  Lake 
&  U.  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  566. 

2.  Passenger  commutation  fares, 

295.  A  60-trip  individual  commutation  ticket,  valid  for  one  month 
from  date  of  issue,  is  not  unreasonable  merely  because  purchasers  of 
tickets  during  the  month  of  February  are  allowed  only  twenty-eight 
days  in  which  to  use  them.  Buckley  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  643. 

296.  The  volume  of  traflSc,  rather  than  the  return  per  passenger 
mile,  is  the  vital  factor  in  determining  whether  a  passenger  rate  is 
compensatory.  Comwell  v.  Chicago,  L.  S.  A;  S.  B.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  364. 

a.  Freight  rates, 

(a)  In  general. 

297.  The  MacGraham  scale  principle  cannot  be  applied  in  determin- 
ing the  reasonableness  of  freight  ratee  on  a  particular  commodity. 
American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
80. 

298.  The  fact  that  empty  cars  must  be  brought  to  the  point  of  ship- 
ment of  a  particular  commodity  must  be  considered  in  determining  the 
reasonableness  of  the  rate  for  such  commodiiy.  American  Window  Glass 
Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  80, 

299.  Varying  distances  in  a  wide  territory  under  varying  conditions 
of  transportation  cannot  be  assumed  as  furnishing  a  safe  or  satisfac- 
tory standard  by  whi^  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  rates  be- 
tween definite  points.  American  Window  Glass  Co.  v,  P^insylvania 
R.  C5o.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

300.  The  facts  that  a  rate  on  a  particular  commodity  has  continued 
for  a  considerable  time,  and  that  industries  depended  thereon  have 
thrived,  furnish  some  basis  for  the  refusal  of  a  Commission  to  strike 
down  tueh  a  rate  on  the  claim  that  it  is  unreasonableness  per  ae,  Amer- 
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ican  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919B, 
80. 

301.  A  more  favorable  rate  on  crlaes  sand  cannot  be  demanded  on  the 
theory  that  it  is  a  raw  material  resulting  in  a  finished  product  which 
contributes  a  share  of  the  transportation  cost.  American  Window 
Glass  Co.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1019B,  80. 

302.  The  rate  on  glass  sand  should  not  exceed  the  raie  on  other  sand 
from  the  Mapleton  district  to  Kane.  .  American  Window  Glass  Co.  v. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

303.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  milk  rates,  the  average 
per  mile  cost  of  all  cars  operated  on  the  railroad  should  not  be  taken 
as  the  basis  of  operating  costs  for  a  milk  car.  Re  Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co. 
(Utah)   P.U.R.1910C,  665. 

304.  An  increase  of  10  per  cent  in  milk  rates  was  authorized  on  the 
ground  that,  since  the  old  rate  was  established,  the  service  had  been 
improved  by  putting  on  a  special  car  for  the  better,  quicker,  and  more 
convenient  handling  of  the  traflSc.  Re  Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.  ^Uta^i) 
P.U.R.1919C,  565. 

305.  In  considering  the  reasonableness  of  the  proposed  increase  in 
milk  rates,  ■  already  in  excess  of  rates  charged  for  like  movements  for 
similar  distances  in  neighboring  states  with  no  more  favorable  operat- 
ing conditions,  some  weight  should  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  in- 
crease asked  for  would  tend  to  discourage  the  dairy  interests  in  the 
territories  served  by  the  railroad.  Re  Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919C,  565. 

(h)  Joint  rates. 

Sufficiency  of  findings  as  to  joint  rates,  see  Appeal  aitd  Review,  47. 

306.  Before  joint  rates  can  be  ordered  over  the  lines  of  two  or  more 
common  carriers  whose  railroads  have  physical  connection,  it  must 
at  least  appear  that  the  reasonable  accommodation  and  convenience 
of  shippers  and  receivers  of  freight  necessitate  the  establishment  of 
such  rates.  Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  968  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  N.  E.  540). 

307.  Evidence  of  the  transportation  of  cars  in  interstate  commerce 
has  no  tendency  to  show  a  public  necessity  for  through  routes  and 
joint  rates  between  stations  located  within  a  particular  state;  nor 
does  evidence  that  the  lines  of  connecting  carriers  reach  certain  cities 
and  towns  where  freight  is  available  for  shipment  if  joint  routes  and 
rates  were  established,  nor  evidence  that  one  of  the  carriers  will  be 
unable  to  compete  with  other  roads  unless  such  rates  are  established, 
prove  the  public  necessity  therefor.  Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  968  (S.  O.  —  Ind. 
^,  121  N.  E.  540). 

808.  An  order  establishing  through  routes  and  joint  rates  cannot 
be  sustained  unless  based  upon  evidence  and  findings  that  they  are 
demanded  by  public  convenience  and  necessity,  a  mere  finding  that 
rates  complained  of  are  unjust  and  unreasonably  high,  being  insuffi- 
cient to  support  the  order.     State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel. 
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Board  of  Trade  r.  Cleveland  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919K, 
376  (S.  C.  288  HI.  502,  123  N.  E.  547). 

309.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  Iowa  joint  rate  order  No.  4,  that  a 
joint  freight  charge  shall  be  80  per  cent  of  the  sum  of  the  local  charges 
for  the  distance  each  railroad  hauls  tlie  freight,  the  80  per  cent  is  to 
be  computed  upon  the  amount  actually  charged  by  each  railroad,  al- 
though such  amount  is  less  than  the  Commission's  maximum  schedule. 
Iowa  State  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919E, 

.252. 

310.  The  term  "line"  as  used  in  a  joint  rate  tariff  which  fixes  as  a  rate 
for  directly  intermediate  points  to  which  a  specific  rate  is  riot  fixed 
the  rate  to  the  next  more  distant  point  on  the  same  "line"  to  which 
a  specific  rate  is  named,  is  not  restricted  to  the  line  of  an  individual^ 
carrier  only,  but  means  the  line  or  route  traversed  in  transporting 
property  between  the  points  covered  by  a  given  rate,  even  though  this 
route  be  over  the  roads  of  several  carriers.  Assets  Realizing  Mines 
Corp.  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  398. 

311.  The  public  necessity  or  convenience  required  by  statute  to 
justify  a  Commission  in  ordering  joint  railroad  rates  must  concern 
the  public  as  distinguished  from  an  individual  or  any  number  of  in- 
dividuals, such  as  the  board  of  trade  of  a  city.  State  Pub.  Utilities 
Commission  ex  rel.  Chicago  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  620  (S.  C.  286  111.  682,  122  N.  B.  168). 

(o)   TwO'line  haul. 

312.  The  determination  of  the  amount  of  the  rate  to  be  allowed  for 
a  two-line  haul  over  that  for  one  line-haul  depends  upon  the  circum- 
stances presented  in  each  case.  American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsyl- 
vania R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  80. 

(d)  Minimwin  carload  weight. 

313.  Under  a  freight  tariff  specifying  a  minimum  weight  per  carload, 
a  shipper  should  have  the  benefit  of  a  minimum  weight  based  on  the 
capacity  of  smaller  cars,  where  furnished  by  the  carrier  for  its  own 
convenience,  especially  under  a  statute  requiring  just  and  reasonable 
charges.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Allis  Brick  Co.  v. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919D,  315  (S.  C.  287  111.  412, 
122  N.  E.  803). 

(e)   Demurrage. 

.314.  A  shipper  of  logs  is  not  relieved  from  payment  of  rates  prescribed 
in  demurrage  rules  for  holding  cars  beyond  the  free  time  limit,  al- 
though the  delay  was  caused  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  his  employees 
were  commandeered  by  the  state  to  fight  a  forest  fire,  which,  if  not 
extingaished,  would  have  destroyed  the  cars  of  the  carrier.  St.  Paul 
ft  T.  Lumber  Co.  ▼.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  787. 
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(f)   Switching  charges. 


316.  An  ambiguous  tariff  covering  the  absorption  of  switching  charges 
will  not  be  so  interpreted  by  the  Utah  Commission  .as  to  relieve  the 
•carrier  from  an  absorption  of  the  charges  in  a  certain  case  where  this 
would  result  in  an  advance  of  rates,  since  such  an  increase  would  be- 
<iome  effective  without  a  showing  of  the  necessity  therefor,  as  provided 
in  ^  1  of  §  4830  of  the  Compiled  Laws  of  Utah  of  1917.  Re  Bamberger 
Electric  R.  Co.    (Utah)    P.U.R.1919C,  64. 

316.  A  railroad  company  whose  principle  business  was  to  transfer 
<:oal  from  mines,  was  held  not  entitled  to  make  a  switching  charge 
over  spur  tracks  built  for  short  distances  to  various  mines,  it  appear- 
ing among  things,  that  in  fixing  its  original  rates,  the  carrier  had  in 
mind  the  entire  haul  from  tipple  to  destination.  Re  Utah  R.  Co.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919C,  249. 

317.  A  complaint  that  a  line  haul  charge  is  unjust  and  unreasonable, 
and  that  a  switching  charge  should  be  substituted  therefor,  cannot  be 
sustained  where  the  evidence  shows  that  the  industry  was  established 
after  the  switching  limits  had  been  established,  and  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  any  change  in  the  conditions  warranting  a  change  in  the 
switching  limits.  Bluff  Street  Fuel  &  Feed  Co.  v.  Interurbaa  R.  Co. 
(Iowa)   P.U.R.1919F,  259. 

318.  It  is  competent  for  a  line  carrier  and  a  railroad  operated  as 
a  plant  facility  rendering  switching  service  for  the  former,  except  as 
restrained  by  statute,  to  contract  that  the  line  rate  should  include  the 
service  of  moving  tbe  cars  in  and  about  the  plant  as  required,  and  the 
line  carrier  might  perform  this  work  with  his  own  equipment  or 
«mploy  the  plant  facility  railroad  to  do  it.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co. 
V.  South  Shore  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  706  (S.  C.  264  Pa.  162,  107 
Atl.  680). 

319.  Chapter  7320,  Acts  of  1917,  construed  with  reference  to  con- 
trolling provisions  of  organic  law,  does  not  require  a  railroad  common 
carrier  to  render  for  the  line  haul  charge  an  extra  and  added  service 
for  switching  in  receiving  or  in  delivering  cars  on  its  line  or  any 
sidetrack  or  spur  track  connected  therewith,  when  such  extra  or  added 
service  costs  more  than  the  ordinary  or  substituted  service  rendered 
to  the  public  generally  and  is  rendered  under  special  circumstances 
not  applicable  to  other  patrons,  and  the  cost  of  the  extra  service  is  not 
included  in  the  charge  for  the  line  haul.  Burr  v.  Florida  E.  Coast  R. 
Co.   (Fla.)   P.U.R.1919D,  678   (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  464). 

(g)   Terminal  charges. 

Discussion  of  distinctions 'between  American  and  English  rules  as  to 
inclusion  of  charge  for  terminal  service  in  line  haul  charge,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  430. 

320.  Terminal  service  rendered  to  industrial  plants,  such  as  receiving 
cars  from  trunk  lines  at  interchange  tracks,  classifying  them  in  the 
yards  of  the  industries  according  to  the  materials  with  which  they 
are  or  are  to  be  loaded,  and  placing  them  at  the  customary  points  for 
loading  or  unloading  within  the  plants,  is  part  of  the  line  haul  ia 
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be  performed  by  the  trunk  lines  without  additional  charge  to  the  line- 
haul  rates.  National  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  418. 

{.  Sewera. 

321.  In  absence  of  evidence  that  a  change  from  a  room  basis  to 
a  fixture  basis  of  sewer  rates  is  unreasonable,  the  Pennsylvania  Com- 
mission will  not  require  the  utility  to  revert  to  the  room  basis,  since, 
although  both  systems  are  open  to  some  criticism,  there  appears  to 
be  no  really  scientific  method  of  fixing  sewer  rates.  Wayne  Title  & 
Trust  Co.  V.  Wayne  Sewerage  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  404. 

i*  Stochyarda, 

322.  An  order  of  the  State  Railway  Commission,  fixing  a  charge  to 
be  made  for  corn  furnished  by  a  public  stockyards  company  to  its 
patrons,  which  does  not  make  allowance  for  the  use  of  the  property 
engaged  in  the  service,  as  well  as  compensation  for  the  com  furnished, 
held  erroneous.  Re  Union  Stockyards  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  941  (S. 
C.  —  Neb.  — ,  170  N.  W.  908). 

1c,  Street  railxcaya, 

1.  In  general. 

Franchise  right  to  5-cent  street  railway  fare  as  impaired  by  ordinance 

requiring  transfer,  see  Constitutional  Law,  31. 
Rate  contracts  between  municipality  and  street  railway  as  fixing  a 

legislative  rate,  see  Constitutional  Law,  55. 
War  conditions  as  excuse  from   nonperformance  with   contract  fixing 

street  railway  rates,  see  Contracts,  2. 
Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 

order  of  Conunission  in  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Pabties, 

5. 
Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to  pay  a 

reasonable  rate,  see  Retubn,  83. 
EfiTect  of  increase  in  rates  on  interurl)an  and  street  railway,  see  Re- 
tubn, 287-296. 

Annotation  on  street  railway  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  671;  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  629. 

Annotation  on  street  and  interurban  railway  rates,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  621. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  increase  in  fares  of  street  railways,. 
P.U.R.1919A,  p.  299. 

Statement  of  increases  in  street  railway  rates  in  city  of  Cleveland, 
P.U.R.1919A,  p.  298. 

Discussion  of  economies  practised  by  street  car  patrons  where  fare  is 
raised  over  6  cents,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  288. 

Table  of  cities  in  the  United  States  and  Canada  in  which  fares  in 
(A  5  cents  are  being  charged,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  187. 
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Disoussion  of  Massachusetts  Special  Bay  State  Act  intended  to  pro- 
Tide  for  street  railway  service  and  costs,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  823. 

323.  In  the  fixing  of  street  railway  rates,  efforts  should  be  made  to 
encourage  short  haul  traffic.  Re  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Ck>.  (lU.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  268. 

324.  A  street  railway  compiiiny  was  permitted  to  charge  a  fare  of  6 
cents  to  provide  necessary  revenue  for  increases  in  labor  costs,  beyond 
amounts  formerly  allowed  by  the  Commission,  due  to  the  award  of  the 
National  War  labor  Board,  and  also  for  a  specified  temporary  period 
to  increase  its  fares  to  7  cents  in  order  to  reimburse  itself  for  increased 
labor  costs  due  to  the  retroactive  effect  of  the  order  of  such  Board. 
Re  Public  Ser\ice  R.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  204. 

325.  Street  railway  fares  were  temporarily  authorized  to  be  in- 
creased from  6  cents  to  6  cents  in  the  cities  of  Syracuse  and  Utica, 
in  order  to  enable  the  company  to  provide  for  increased  costs  of 
operation  caused  by  abnormal  war  conditions.  Re  New  York  State  R. 
Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  756. 

326.  Only  trips  wholly  upon  those  lines  of  a  street  railway  company 
for  which  it  has  unexpired  franchises  can  be  r^arded  as  saved  from 
the  operation  of  a  municipal  ordinance  regulating  fares  by  the  exception 
in  such  ordinance  that  it  shall  not  be  construed  as  an  attempt  to 
impair  the  obligation  of  any  valid  contract,  but  shall  apply  to  all  street 
railway  passenger  traffic  in  the  city  except  where  the  same  is  governed 
by  the  provisions  of  a  contract,  in  view  of  the  explicit  provision  of 
such  ordinance  fixing  the  fares  for  trips  over  two  or  more  lines,  whether 
franchise  lines  or  not,  and  limiting  the  maximum  fare  without  charge 
for  transfers,  and  of  the  definition  therein  of  a  continuous  trip  as 
meaning  a  journey  from  one  point  to  another  point  in  the  city,  whether 
the  same  is  made  on  one  car  line  or  by  means  of  transfers  from  car  to 
car  from  line  to  line.  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Detroit  (U.  S. ) 
P.U.R.1919A,  929  (S.  C.  248  U.  S.  429,  63  L.  ed.  341,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
151).  ^    ' 

327.  An  increase  in  7  and  8-cent  street  railway  fares  to  a  straight 
10-cent  fare  was  authorized  for  a  trial  period  of  three  months  where 
the  company  was  badly  in  need  of  additional  revenue,  although  the 
Commission  was  of  the  opinion  that  a  readjustment  of  fare  zones,  with 
a  lower  rather  than  a  higher  rate  of  fare,  would  be  likely  to  yield  a 
IHrger  increase  in  revenue,  and  be  preferable  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  public.    Re  Middlesex  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919F,  40. 

328.  In  granting  the  petition  of  a  street  railway  company  for  an 
increase  in  its  rates,  the  Maryland  Commission  limited  the  time  within 
which  the  increased  rates  might  be  charged  to  one  year,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  period  of  readjustment  was  approaching,  and  it  wa«^ 
desirable  that  the  company  at  the  end  of  the  year  should  bear  the 
burden  of  establishing  its  right  to  a  continuance  of  an  increased  fare. 
Re  United  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1910C,  74. 

329.  A  maximum  fare  provision  in  a  franchise  ordinance  in  which 
the  motive  power  of  a  street  railway  is  limited  to  horses  or  mules,  is 
abrogated  by  a  subsequent  ordinance  silent  as  to  fares,  which  authorizes 
the  company  to  change  its  motive  power  to  electricity;  and  therefore, 
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such  an  ordinance  contract  does  not  interfere  with  the  power  of  the 
New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  to  determine  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rates  of  such  company.  Westinghouse  Electric  &  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Binghamton  R.  Co.    (Fed.)    P.U.R.1919C,  780   (S.  C.  266  Fed.  378), 

330.  A  street  railway  company  was  authorized  to  increase  its  rate  of 
fare  to  7  cents,  with  the  proviso  that  it  sell  tickets  at  the  rate  of  six 
rides  for  35  cents,  and  fifty  rides  for  $2.50,  with  no  time  limit  to  their 
use,  in  preference  to  a  proposal  of  the  city  that  the  cash  fare  be  in- 
creased to  10  cents  with  ticket  fares  of  ten  rides  for  70  cents,  and  in- 
creasing rides  at  decreasing  rates  up  to  ,150  rides  for  $5.25  to  be  good 
only  for  the  calendar  month.  Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  640. 

2»  Zone  system. 

Discussion  of  inadequacy  and  discriminatory  character  of  flat 
street  railway  rates,  and  advantages  of  the  zone  system  of  charging, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  141. 

Discussion  of  public  policy  with  reference  to  flat  and  mileage  charges 
for  street  railways,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  48. 

331.  It  is  necessary,  in  order  to  establish  proper  fare  zones,  for  a 
street  railway  to  study  both  social  and  economical  conditions  as  well 
as  the  actual  data  covering  the  proposed  zones.  Skoglind  y.  Wisconsin 
Pub.  Service  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  85. 

332.  In  providing  for  a  necessary  increase  in  street  railway  revenues, 
the  District  of  Columbia  Commission  deemed  it  inadvisable  to  adopt 
any  form  of  measured  service  such  as  a  zone  system  for  the  District 
at  the  present  time.  Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  751. 

333.  In  authorizing  an  experimental  plan  of  zone  street  railway  rates, 
the  New  Jersey  Commission  flxed  a  3-cent  charge  for  a  ride  within  the 
zone  mile  in  which  the  passenger  boards  a  cat  and  2  cents  for  a  ride 
in  each  additional  zone  mile  or  part  thereof,  subject  to  certain  modi- 
fications on  the  ground  that  riding  would  probably  be  encouraged  by  a 
low  charge  for  a  short  initial  zone.  Re  Public  Service  R.  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  710. 

334.  Increases  from  6  to  7  cents  in  street  railway  rates  in  various 
municipalities  served  by  the  company,  having  produced  a  deficit  instead 
of  an  increase  in  operating  revenues,  and  an  increase  in  revenues  being 
necessary,  a  zone  system  of  charges  designed  to  induce  riding  instead 
of  walking  in  the  closely  built-up  areas,  and  to  make  the  long  hauls, 
interurban  in  nature  within  nonremunerative  intermediate  stretches 
between  the  municipalities,  bear  a  greater  portion  of  the  rate  burden, 
was  adopted.    Re  Westchester  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1034. 

8,  Commutation,  mileage ,  and  school  tickets. 

Discussion  of  the  functions  of  workingmen's  tickets,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  8.34. 

335.  The  Maryland  Commission  refused  to  require  a  street  railway 
company  in  need  of  increased  revenues,  to  sell  tickets  in  quantities 
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at  reduced  rates,  in  view  of  the  relatively  small  saving  to  tlie  individual 
user  and  the  very  great  reduction  in  the  company's  revenues.  Re  Unit- 
ed  R.  &  Electric  Co.   (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  74.  ^ 

336.  A  Ck>mmi8sion  order  fixing  city  street  railway  fares  at  7  cents 
to  the  purchaser  of  five  tickets  is  not  rendered  unreasonable  by  a  pro« 
vision  that  a  cash  rate  of  10  cents  may  be  charged  to  encourage  the  use 
of  tickets  and  avoid  the  difficulty  in  fare  collection.  Donham  v.  Public 
Service  Ck>nimi8sion  (Mass.)  P.U.R.19190,  880  (S.  C.  232  Mass.  309, 
122  N.  E.  397. 

337.  The  interests  of  a  street  railway  company  and  of  the  public 
are  better  served  by  charging  half  fare  for  children  between  the  ages 
of  five  and  seven  years  inclusive,  than  by  compelling  such  children  to 
pay  the  full  fare  charged  adults.  Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co. 
(Wis.)    P.U.R.1919C,   587. 

338.  To  insure  the  collection  of  fares  from  all  passengers  and  the 
receipt  by  the  company  of  all  the  fares  paid,  the  Maine  Commission 
provided  that  cash  fares  paid  on  the  street  cars  should  be  10  cents, 
while  ticket  fares  were  but  six  cents;  that  tickets  should  be  on  sale  at 
all  waiting  rooms,  at  some  point  near  the  Union  station,  and  at  such 
other  points  as  might  be  designated  by  the  Commission,  and  unlimited 
as  to  the  time  or  line  on  which  tbey  may  be  used,  and  that  unused  tickets 
should  be  redeemable  at  their  face  value  at  the  waiting  rooms.  Re 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  (^.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  550. 

4,  Transfers. 

Discussion  of  advantage  of  charging  for  transfers  and  •  retaining 
said  charge  on  presentation  of  transfer  for  transportation,  P.U.R.1Q19A, 
p.  287. 

339.  An  injunction  forbidding  a  Commission  from  taking  any  action 
with  respect  to  rates  of  street  railway  fares  prevents  it  from  consider- 
ing a  petition  to  have  transfer  privileges  restored.  South  Elgin  v.  Au- 
rora, E.  &  C.  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  901. 

340.  Transfers  issued  by  a  street  railway  company  whoso  fares  are 
based  upon  a  zone  system  should  not  be  capable  of  permitting  one  to 
ride  further  by  changing  cars  than  he  could  ride  if  the  initial  car  kept 
on,  or  materially  further  over  one  part  of  the  system  than  over  another. 
Re  Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1910B,  5r)0. 

341.  A  passenger  should  not  be  required  to  pay  for  a  transfer  merely 
because  he  has  had  to  change  cars  to  ride  to  a  point  within  the  dis- 
tance he  would  be  entitled  to  ride  for  a  single  fare  on  a  direct  line; 
but  if  he  has  already  been  carried  as  far  as  he  is  entitled  to  ride  for 
the  fare  paid,  it  is  reasonable  to  charge  for  the  transfer.  Re  Concord 
k  M.  Electric  Branch  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  38. 

342.  Charges  for  street  railway  transfers  with  the  privilege  of  re- 
bate are  impracticable  as  a  method  of  preventing  theoretical  loss  of 
revenue,  where  the  company  fails  to  provide  methods  by  which  all  who 
hold  such  transfers  may  obtain  the  rebates.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction 
&  Terminal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

343.  The  imposition  of  a  charge  for  transfer  service  of  a  street  railway 
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is  justifiable  when  increased  revenues  for  the  system  must  be  provided. 
Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

344.  A  city  which  is  not  a  party  to  an  agreement  between  a  street 
railway  company  operating  in  the  city  and  another  street  railway 
operating  in  another  city  and  an  interurban  railway  connecting  them, 
which  agreement  provides  for  free  transfer  privileges  in  both  cities, 
has  no  legal  right  to  insist  that  the  agreement  operates  as  a  bar  to 
the  elimination  of  the  transfer  privileges  in  the  other  city,  or  is  con- 
trolling as  against  the  general  statutory  authority  of  the  Commission 
to  fix  just  and  reasonable  rates,  particularly  where  the  parties  had 
already  agreed  to  a  modification  of  the  agreement  under  which  the 
transfer  privileges  in  the  city  in  question  had  been  eliminated.  Re 
Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  768. 

5.  Loss  of  traffic  frotn  increased  fares. 

Discussion  of  extent  to  which  emergency  increases  in  street  rail- 
way rates  have  been  authorized,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  326. 

Discussion  of  various  plans  for  increased  fares  on  street  railway 
company  in  order  to  produce  increased  revenue,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  740. 

Discussion  of  harmful  results  from  increased  street  railway  fares, 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  744. 

346.  It  is  questionable  whether  a  10-cent  minimum  street  railway 
fare  would  not  be  disastrous  to  the  company  itself.  Re  Bay  State 
Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

346.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  established  a  7-cent  street  rail- 
way fare  with  a  6i-cent  rate  of  fare  for  coupon  tickets  in  place  of  a 
straight  8-cent  fare  which  the  company  had  been  charging,  where  it 
appeared  that,  owing  to  the  previous  increase  in  the  fares,  the  traffic 
had  fallen  off  approximately  25  per  cent.  Allied  Printing  Trades  Coun- 
cil V.  Scranton  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  133. 

347.  The  extent  to  which  traffic  falls  off  as  the  result  of  increasing 
street  railway  fares  depends  very  largely  upon  local  conditions,  the 
loss  being  greater  in  the  smaller  cities  than  in  the  larger  municipali- 
ties.    Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  687. 

I.  Telephones. 

1.  In  general. 

Sufficiency  of  pleading  in  proceeding  for  increase  in  telephone  rates, 
see  Pleading,  8. 

Annotation  on  telephone  rates,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  169;  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  26;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  572;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  630. 

Discussion  of  illegality  of  attempt  to  change  rate  without  statutory 
notice,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  196. 

Discussion  as  to  average  length  of  time  which  a  subscriber  keeps 
a  telephone  in  the  same  location,  P.l'.R.1919F,  p.  488 

Statement  that  premise,  capable  of  use  or  occupancy,  is  a  poten- 
tial exchange,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  492. 
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Discussion  of  difference  in  cost  and  value  of  business  an^  resi* 
dence  telephone  service,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  370. 

Statement  by  Ohio  Commission  that  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
higher  short-time  rate  should  not  be  made  for  persons  requiring  tele- 
phone service  for  a  few  days  only  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  491. 

348.  A  rental  charge  is  proper  for  incidental  telephone  service,  suoh 
as  the  furnishing  of  booths,  extra  bells,  extension  arms  for  desk  use, 
switch  keys,  etc.  Re  Cape  Girardeau  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  858. 

349.  A  rule  providing  for  suspension  of  use  of  residence  telephones 
for  periods  of  not  longer  than  four  months  without  removal  of  instru- 
ments, at  one  half  the  monthly  scheduled  rate,  both  the  beginning 
and  ending  of  such  suspension  being  fixed  by  a  written  notice  from 
the  subscriber  to  the  company,  is  unobjectionable.  Re  Richland  Teleph. 
Co.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919E,   144. 

350.  An  unlimited  telephone  service  rate  was  ordered  abolished. 
Re  Pierce  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  92. 

351.  The  mere  fact  that  subscribers  of  two  telephone  exchanges  have 
enjoyed  the  privilege  of  free  service  for  many  years  does  not  con- 
stitute a  valid  reason  why  a  telephone  company  should  be  legally  or 
morally  expeci;ed  to  continue  the  same,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact 
of  the  advance  prices  for  materials  and  labor.  Re  Thayer  &.  A.  Teleph. 
Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  690. 

352.  A  telephone  company  should  not  be  permitted  to  make  a  charge 
to  persons  placing  general  calls  over  rural  lines,  since  the  practice 
of  making  such  calls  is  detrimental  to  the  service.  Re  Viola  Teleph.  Co. 
(Minn.)   P.U.R.1919F,  47. 

353.  Telephone  rates  for  large  exchanges  should  be  higher  than  those 
for  small  exchanges,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  subscribers  of  the 
former  receive  greater  values  in  service  than  do  the  subscribers  of  the 
latter.    Re  Pierce  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  92. 

354.  The  line  between  telephone  exchanges  should  not  be  placed  solely 
upon  consideration  of  distance,  but  such  line  should  have  some  rela- 
tion to  population,  the  natural  centers  of  business,  the  relative  loca- 
tion of  the  surrounding  territory,  and  public  convenience.  St  Johnsbury 
v.  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1919C,  964. 

355.  Upon  consolidation  of  two  telephone  companies,  the  patrons 
should  not  be  required  to  bear  the  entire  burden  of  the  cost  of  the  dup- 
licate service  during  the  time  that  the  telephone  exchanges  are  being 
consolidated  and  united.  Re  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (X.  D.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  37. 

2.  Effect  of  Federal  control. 

Postmaster  General  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  injunction 
action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Parties,  12-14. 

356.  A  complaint  as  to  a  telephone  rate,  in  a  proceeding  begun  prior 
to  Federal  control  and  the  fixing  of  a  higher  rate  for  the  service  by 
the  Postmaster  General,  should  be  dismissed  until  the  termination  of 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 23. 
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the  war  and  the  return  of  pre-war  conditions.    Andrews  v.  Bell  Teleph. 
Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  527. 

357.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  denied  the  petition  of  a  telephorie 
company  asking  for  the  approval  of  the  order  of  the  Postmaster  Gren- 
eral,  No.  2495,  dated  December  13,  1918,  fixing  charges  and  classifica- 
tions for  toll  service  for  intrastate  business,  in  the  absence  of  any  evi- 
dence which  in  any  way  attacked  the  reasonableness,  fairness,  justice, 
or  nondiscriminatory  character  of  the  existing  rates.  Re  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  640. 

358.  Congress  has  not  in  the  resolution  of  July  16,  1918,  or  in  any 
other  resolution  or  law,  given  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Postmaster  Geiieral,  or  any  other  government  official  or  agency, 
any  control  over  purely  intrastate  telephone  rates.  State  ex  rel.  Freel- 
ing  V.  Southwestern  Bell  Telej*.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  256. 

359.  The  police  regulations  reserved  to  the  state  by  the  proviso 
to  the  resolution  of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  by  which  the  President 
was  authorized  to  take  over  telephone  and  telegraph  lines,  are  broad 
enough  to  include  the  making  of  rates  by  state  regulatory  bodies  in 
all  cases  where  the  transmission  of  government  communications  or  the 
issue  of  stocks  and  bonds  are  not  affected.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919C,  255. 

a.  Toll  charges. 

860.  Subi|cribers  on  a  rural  line  cannot  insist  that  messages  should 
be  transmitted  from  their  exchange  to  another  exchange  over  another 
rural  line  rather  than  over  a  toll  line,  where  the  exchanges  are  28  miles 
apart,  and  no  unusual  business  or  social  conditions  exist.  Strohecker 
V.  Sheps  Canyon  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  561. 

361.  In  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of  free  service  being  rendered 
between  two  telephone  exchanges,  the  Nebraska  Commission  suggested 
that  the  companies  involved  establish  a  zone  covering  farm  neighbor- 
hoods, so  that  farmers  living  near  each  other  could  have  communica- 
tion between  themselves  without  paying  a  toll  charge.  Re  Kearney 
Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  528. 

362.  The  Missouri  Commission  held  that  a  15-cent  charge  plus  a 
5-cent  government  tax  was  excessive  for  telephone  toll  service  over 
a  toll  line  only  8^  miles  long,  and  reduced  the  rate  to  10  cents,  to 
which  charge  the  government  tax  was  not  applicable.  Freeman  v. 
Bramel  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919C,  520. 

363.  In  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of  a  telephone  exchange 
through  which  toll  lines  were  connected,  and  ordering  direct  connec- 
tion of  such  lines,  it  was  ordered  that  existing  toll  rates  and  dividends 
thereof  were  to  remain  unchanged.  Re  Monticello  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  473. 

4,  Switching  charges, 

364.  An  exchange  telephone  company  in  South  Dakota  cannot  charpre 
for  switching  more  than  $2.25  per  year  at  each  exchange  where  the 
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rural  line  had  connection  with  two  exdianges.     Strohecker  y.  Sheps 
Canyon  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  561. 

365.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  leave  the  settle- 
ment of  a  method  of  compensation  for  telephone  toll  switching  service 
to  the  companies  concerned,  the  Commission  exercising  jurisdiction  only 
in  case  the  companies  are  unable  to  agree.  Be  Pierce  County  Teleph. 
Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  92, 

5.  CJharge  to  nwtsuhscriber* 

866.  A  proper  charge  is  fairly  assessable  against  nonsubscriber 
users  of  either  local  or  long-distance  telephone  seryice  as  a  means  of 
distributing  to  them  a  portion  of  the  entire  cost  of  operating  and 
maintaining  the  local  system.  Home  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Three 
Ridge  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919D,  780. 

6,  Party 'lifie  rates. 

Telephone  company  operating  only  party-line  service  required  to  pro- 
vide rate  for  private  line  service,  see  Sebvicb,  224. 

367.  A  four-party  line  service  should  not  be  withdrawn  without  re- 
gard to  the  demand  for  such  service,  but  a  telephone  company  having 
entire  control  of  the  business  should  be  prepared  to  supply,  and  supply 
in  fact,  whatever  kind  of  service,  within  reasonable  limits,  the  public 
demands.  St.  Johnsbury  y.  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Vt.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  964. 

7.  In8t4aiation  charffea. 

Discussion  as  to  discrimination  between  making  a  new  telephone 
installation  free  of  charge,  and  making  a  charge  for  a  change  where 
the  installation  is  already  made,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  491. 

368.  A  teleplione  installation  charge  is  unfair,  since  the  costs  incident 
to  the  installing  of  instruments  are  chargeable  to  the  property  and 
plant  account.    Re  Crandon  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  960. 

369.  The  Ohio  Commission  ordered  that  all  charges  for  the  original 
installation  of  a  telephone  should  be  discontinued  as  unjust  and  im- 
reasonable,  but  that  telephone  companies  to  protect  themselves  against 
subscribers  retaining  service  for  but  a  few  days  or  weeks  only  might 
require  prepayment  for  a  period  of  three  months  vnthout  rebate  in 
case  service  was  sooner  discontinued.  Re  Service  Connection  Charges 
(Ohio)   P.U.R.1919F,  486. 

370.  An  order  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States  fixing 
rates  for  telephone  installation  charges  was  approved  temporarily  by 
the  California  Commission,  merely  as  a  war  measure,  but  not  with 
the  intention  that  it  should  be  construed  as  a  finding  that  existing 
charges  fixed  by  the  Commission  are  other  than  reasonable  and  just. 
Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  497. 
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S»  Moving  charges. 

371.  The  Ohio  Commission  authorized  charges  for  the  service  of 
moving  an  instrument  from  one  portion  of  a  room  to  another,  or  from 
one  room  to  another,  such  charges  to  be  borne  by  the  subscriber,  since 
the  expense  benefited  no  one  except  him.  Re  Service  Connection  Charges 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  486. 

372.  The  Ohio  Commission  authorized  a  charge  of  $1  for  the  change 
or  transfer  of  a  telephone  from  one  person  to  another,  on  premises 
where  service  had  once  been  installed,  the  charge  to  be  borne  by  the 
applicant.    Re  Service  Connection  Charges  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  486. 

P.  Desh  sets, 

373.  An  additional  charge  for  desk  telephone  sets  is  justifiable  in 
view  of  the  increased  cost  for  maintenance  and  repairs  and  also  in 
view  of  the  additional  service  rendered  the  consumers.  Re  Pacific 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  345. 

374.  A  differential  of  60  cents  per  month  between  rates  for  telephone 
wall  and  desk  sets  to  all  classes  of  subscribers  was  ordered  abolished, 
and  the  company  ordered  to  make  no  additional  charge  for  desk  sets 
to  business  subscribers;  but  permission  was  granted  to  make  a  charge 
of  15  cents  per  month  additional  to  residential  and  rural  subscribers 
for  the  use  of  the  desk  set.  Re  Pierce  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.19i9F,  92. 

10,  Service  connection  charges. 

376.  A  reasonable  charge  for  service  connections  should  be  nuide  by 
an  applicant  for  telephone  service,  since  each  installation  of  service 
is  accompanied  by  considerable  expense  which  is  peculiar  to  the  par- 
ticular subscriber  applying  for  the  connection,  and  this  expense  should 
not  be  borne  by  the  rate  payers  at  large.  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Or.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  346. 

11.  Zone  syaten^, 

376.  While  the  zone  system  of  fixing  rates  has  its  place,  a  schedule 
of  rates  should  be  adopted  under  which  all  persons  receiving  the  same 
class  of  service,  whose  stations  are  located  within  the  limits  of  a  city, 
should  pay  the  same  rate  for  exchange  service.  Birmingham  v.  Southern 
Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

377.  The  extent  of  a  telephone  base  rate  or  primary  zone,  as  well 
as  the  exchange  area,  should  be  determined  by  population  and  com* 
munity  of  interest,  and  not  by  municipal  boundary  line.  Gallaher  v. 
Southern  New  England  Teleph.  Co.  (Conn.)   P.U.R.i919A.  151. 

378.  A  mileage  telephone  rate  of  $5  for  each  quarter  mile  or  frac- 
tion thereof  beyond  the  primary  zone  was  held  rcasoaable  by  compari- 
son with  the  charges  of  other  companies.  Gallaher  v.  Southern  New 
England  Teleph.  Co.  (Conn.)   P.U.R.1919A,  161. 

379.  An  increase  in  telephone  rates  by  the  establishment  of  an  initial 
rate  area  and  a  uniform  charge  for  distances  beyond  such  area  was  held 
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justified.     Re  Cape   Girardeau  Bell  Telepli.  Ck).    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919E, 

858. 

w.  Water. 

1,  In  general. 

Decrease  in  rates  of  water  company   in   competition  with  municipal 
plant,  see  MosopoLr  and  Competition,  4. 

Annotation  on  water  rates,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  432;  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  889;  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  672;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  632. 

Discussion  of  difficulties  in  formulating  a  scientific  and  systematic 
water  rate  schedule,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  415. 

380.  Water  rates  should  be  so  applied  as  not  merely  to  raise  the 
needed  revenue,  but  to  work  as  little  discrimination  as  possible  between 
customers,  and  to  discourage  wasteful  and  unnecessary  use.  Re  Mil- 
ford  Water  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919F,  672. 

381.  While  there  are  sound  reasons  to  justify  a  water  company  in 
making  concessions  in  pricf  to  large  users  for  business  and  industrial 
purposes,  yet  such  rates  should  be  aonple  to  cover  operating  costs, 
especially  those  directly  affected  by  the  increased  consumption.  R«» 
Milford  Water  Co.    (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919F,  672. 

382.  A  Commission  order  providing  that  no  free  service  of  any  kind 
shall  be  rendered  contemplates  the  payment  by  a  municipality  for  all 
service  rendered  to  it  by  a  water  company,  including  sewer  flushing, 
water  troughs,  municipal  buildings,  and  street  sprinkling.  Beaver  Val- 
ley Water  Co.  v.  New  Brighton  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  18. 

383.  The  earnings  of  the  combined  properties  of  producing  and  dis- 
tributing water  companies  should  be  considered  in  fixing  the  rates  of 
the  producing  company,  where  the  distributing  company  was  organized 
to  finance  necessary  extensions  of  the  service  of  the  producing  company. 
all  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  distributing  company  being  owned  by 
the  holders  of  the  majority  of  the  stock  of  the  producing  company. 
Re  Independent  Waterworks  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  599. 

384.  A  maximum  rate  for  water  service  was  fixed,  and  the  privilege 
accorded  the  company  of  lowering  the  rate,  should  it  be  necessary 
to  do  so,  in  order  to  retain  customers,  with  a  proviso  ae^ainst  unreason- 
able discrimination  or  undue  preference.  Re  Saline  Water  &  P.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  751. 

385.  A  charge  higher  than  the  initial  jate  for  water  used  in  excess 
of  the  maximum  amount  furnished  at  such  rate  cannot  be  justified  as 
a  measure  to  ^conserve  water  as  long  as  the  supply  is  sufficient  for  all. 
Brooks  V.  Eastport  Water  Co.   (Me.)    P.U.R.1919B,  30. 

2,  Minimum  hill  or  service  charge. 

386.  A  minimum  bill  for  water  should  not  be  so  large  as  to  create 
but  little  inducement  for  the  conservation  of  water.  Re  Garden  Home 
Waterworks    (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  121. 

387.  A  water   company   is  not  justified  in   making   two  minimum 
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charges  for  one  property  served  by  a  single  meter,  although  the  build- 
ing is  occupied  by  different  families.  Kennedy  v.  Trout  Run  Water 
Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  949. 

388.  One  minimum  charge  only  should  be  made  for  water  supplied 
to  property  within  a  common  inclosure  through  a  single  meter,  but  if 
the  supply  is  to  separate  departments  or  families  within  the  inclosure 
through  different  meters,  a  minimum  charge  should  be  made  for  each 
meter.  La  Place  v.  Guilford-Chester  Water  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
450. 

389.  A  large  minimum  charge  based  upon  a  large  amount  of  water 
allowed  therefor  is  contradictory  to  the  fundamental  principles  of 
water  conservation.  La  Place  v.  Guilford-Chester  Water  Co,  (Conn.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  450. 

390.  Metered  water  rates  should  include  a  service  charge  to  be  paid 
by  all  consumers  regardless  of  the  amount  of  water  used,  rather  than 
the  usual  minimum  charge,  which  includes  a  service  charge  together 
with  a  charge  for  a  given  quantity  of  water,  whether  used  or  not.  San 
Francisco  v.  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  427. 

3»  Flat  V>r  meter  rates, 

391.  Metered  service  is  the  fairest  method  of  charging  for  water  and 
the  one  least  conducive  to  waste.  Re  Monticello  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
464. 

392.  The  owner  of  a  building  containing  several  stores,  a  private  oflice, 
and  an  amusement  room,  was  held  entitled  to  service  from  a  single 
meter  at  a  single  minimum  rate.  Souder  v.  Paulsboro  Water  Ooi.  (N. 
J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1005. 

393.  In  authorizing  a  change  from  flat  to  metered  rates  for  water, 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  conserving  the  supply,  the  company  was  ordered 
to  hold  at  the  disposition  of  the  Commission  for  the  benefit  of  con- 
sumers, any  overplus  in  revenue  derived  as  a  result  of  the  change.  San 
Francisco  v.  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1919A,  427. 

394.  An  objection  to  metered  water  service  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  require  considerable  repair  of  fixtures  to  prevent  waste  and  con- 
sequent charges  for  excess  water  used  is  without  merit,  since  a  water 
company  should  not  be  forced  to  bear  the  burdens  incident  to  the  im- 
proper condition  of  plumbing  over  which  it  has  no  controL  Brooks  T. 
Eastport  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.V19B,  30. 

4.  Fire  protecti&n. 

Discussion  as  to  method  of  fixing  rates  for  water  for  fire  pro- 
tection, P.U.R.1919D,  p.  479. 

Discussion  of  disadvantages  of  requiring  city  to  pay  taxes  on  utili- 
ty's plant  as  a  part  of  the  readiness-to-serve  charge  for  fire  protection, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  760. 

395.  A  schedule  of  private  fire  protection  water  rates  in  addition  to 
metered  rates,  which  include  a  ''stand  ready*'  charge  for  fire  protec- 
tion, cannot  be  sustained.  United  States  Government  y.  Riverton 
Consol.  Water  Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  502. 
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896.  The  rate  for  fire  service  should  not  be  too  low,  for  otherwise 
large  taxpayers  will  not  bear  their  fair  share  of  the  cost  of  the 
maintenance  of  this  service.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  404. 

397.  The  extent  of  payment  for  fire  service  cannot  be  based  upon 
the  amoimt  of  water  supplied  nor  upon  a  specific  amount  per  hydrant 
installed;  the  cost  being  more  evenly  distributed  if  the  company  i^ 
permitted  to  make  a  specific  annual  charge  for  each  mile  of  mains  4 
inches  or  over  that  is  used  wholly  or  in  part  for  such  service,  and  in 
addition  thereto  an  annual  charge  for  each  hydrant.  Kane  v.  Spring 
Water  CJo.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

398.  Experience  has  shown  that  the  cost  of  furnishing  public  fire 
protection  is  approximately  four  ninths  of  the  entire  cost  of  operating 
a  water  plant.    Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  762. 

399.  An  increase  in  the  minimum  charge  to  a  city  for  Ijydrant  ren- 
tals from  $1,600  to  $4,000  per  'year  would  require  too  radical  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  city's  finances.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
762. 

400.  The  Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Commission- 
ers refused  to  permit  a  water  company  to  change  its  method  of  charg- 
ing for  public  fire  protection  from  a  flat  rate  per  hydrant  to  a  small 
lixed  charge  per  hydrant,  with  an  additional  charge  a  running  foot  of 
main  of  4  inches  in  diameter  or  larger,  where  the  parties  for  years  had 
«.cquiesced  in  the  present  rates,  and  the  charge  itself,  in  comparison 
with  rates  in  other  communities,  is  relatively  hij^.  Re  Milford  Water 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919F,  672. 

401.  The  burden  of  fire-protection  water  service  charges,  where  munici- 
palities refuse  to  pay  therefor,  must  be  borne  by  the  consumers,  if  the 
resulting  rates  are  not  unjust  and  imreasonable.  Re  Springfield  Con- 
sol.  Water  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  14. 

402.  The  fact  that  water  mains  4  inches  and  over,  to  which  fire 
rates  are  applied,  are  used  for  ccmducting  water  for  domestic  or  in- 
dustrial purposes,  does  not  exclude  such  mains  from  those  on  which 
charges  for  fire  service  are  based.  Beaver  Valley  Water  Co.  v.  New 
Brighton  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  18. 

5.  Street  sprinkling, 

403.  The  charge  for  water  used  for  street  sprinkling  should  be  a 
rate  based  upon  the  amount  of  water  used  as  shown  by  a  meter  at- 
tached to  the  sprinkling  cart,  rather  than  a  fiat  rate  based  on  the 
■character  of  car  as  horse-drawn  or  automobile.  Re  Tin  tern  Manor 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  418. 

6,  AutotnohUe  tises, 

404.  A  water  company  has  the  right  to  make  a  proper  charge  for  the 
use  of  water  for  washing  or  other  purposes  incidental  to  an  automobile. 
Re  Tintem  Manor  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  418. 

405.  A  rule  providing  that  the  owner  of  premises  supplied  with  water, 
who  agrees  by  affidavit  not  to  use  or  connect  the  use  of  water  for 
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automobile  purposes,  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  automobile  charge, 
was  disapproved  as  unreasonable,  since  it  was  the  better  practice  for 
the  company  to  ascertain  the  facts  regarding  the  use  of  water  directly 
from  the  customer  rather  than  from  the  owner  of  the  premises.  Re 
Tintem  Manor  Water  CJo.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  418. 

406.  A  separate  charge  for  water  used  for  an  automobile  is  unreasona- 
ble, where  water  is  supplied  to  a  residence  and  there  is  in  a  yard  or 
separate  building  on  the  same  premises  a  separate  hydrant  charged  to 
the  same  person  at  the  full  hydrant  rate.  Loder  v.  Egg  Harbor  City 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  885. 

7.  Setisonal  conaumers, 

407.  A  charge  for  extra  water  facilities  is  fair  for  residential  service 
at  a  summer  resort.  Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v.  Boothbay  Harbor 
(Me.)  P.lJ.R.1919F,  154. 

408.  Consumers  receiving  water  for  the  entire  year  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  bear  a  part  of  the  burden  of  the  expense  incurred  because 
of  consumers  receiving  service  for  a  few  months  only.  Re  Russian  Riv- 
er Heights  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  410. 

409.  The  water  rates  for  permanent  and  seasonal  consmners  were 
made  the  same  for  a  utility  serving  3,000  permanent  and  10^000  sum- 
mer patrons.    Re  Seituate  Water  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

RAW  MATEBJALS. 

Validity  of  freight  tariff  giving  low  rate  on  raw  material  in  case 
finished  product  is  reshipped,  see  Constitutional  Law,  28. 

Movement  of  rough  lumber  from  forest  to  mill  witliin  a  state  fol- 
lowed by  transportation  of  finished  product  without  the  statt^ 
as  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  8. 

Glass  sand  as  raw  material  entitled  to  special  rates,  see  Rates,  301. 

BEABIHEflS  TO  8£RV£. 

Rebate  of  readinese-to-serve  charge  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrim- 
ination, 6. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  readiness-to-serve 
charge,  notwithstanding  municipal  contract  rate,  see  Raieb, 
108. 

All  consumers  to  pay  share  of  cost  of,  see  Rates,  164. 

Reasonableness  of  readiness-to-serve  charge  for  gas,  see  Rates,  253. 

Refusal  to  eliminate  readiness-to-serve  charge  for  natural  gas,  see 
Rates,  287. 

Refund  of  readiness-to- serve  charge  because  of  inadequate  service, 
see  Reparation,  1. 

BEADIN08. 

See  Meters, 

REAL  ESTATE. 

See  also  Lands. 
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Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  re- 
view order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see 
Pasties,  5. 

Transfer  of  real  estate  to  stockholders  in  lieu  of  stock  dividends, 
see  Seouxht  Issues,  2. 

REASOKABLE  AVERAGE  RETURN. 

Construction  of  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  give  "reason- 
able average  retiu*n,"  see  Return,  146. 
How  computed  under  New  York  statute,  see  Return,  194. 

REASONABIXNESS. 

Of  Commission's  orders,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Florida  Commission  without  power  to  issue  imreasonable  orders, 

see  Commissions,  10. 
Presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  orders  and  rules. 

see  Evidence,  6,  7. 
Of  municipal  franchises,  see  Franchises,  5,  6. 
Enforcement  of  unreasonable  orders,  see  Mandamus,  5,  6. 
Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot 

not  in  issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  to  perform 

duty,  see  Orders,  1. 
Parties  in  proceedings  relative  to  reasonableness  of  contract  rates, 

see  Parties,  16. 
Of  rates,  see  Rates. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Rates,  170-182. 
Of  return,  see  Return. 

What  constitutes  reasonable  rate  in  Wisconsin,  see  Return,  14'{. 
Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rules  of  utility,  see  Service,  3. 
Reasonableness   of   Commission's   order  requiring  construction   of 

depot  buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  see  Service,  169-172. 
Reasonableness    of    Commission   order    requiring   maintenance    of 

agent  at  station  although  not  required  by  Texas  statute,  see 

Service,  173. 
Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring 

construction  of  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not 

reversible  error,  see  Trial,  2. 

REBATE. 

Rebate  of  readiness-to-serve  charge  as  discriminatory,  see  DI8CRI^^- 

INATION,    6. 

To  owners  of  equipment  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  24. 
Rental  of  consumers'  equipment  as  a  rebate,  see  Discriminaton,  38. 

RECEIVERS. 

Right  on  appeal  under  Missoiu^i  statute,  of  receivers  to  raise  point 
favorable  to  nonappealing  railroad,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  38. 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  compel  receivers  to  turn  railroad 
oyer  to  Federal  government^  see  Commissions^  19. 
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Constitutional  limitation  of  power  of  Maseachusetts  Cimunission 

over  railroad  rates  fixed  by  receiver,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

14. 
Jurisdiction   of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receivers   to 

enjoin  alleged  confiscatory  rates,  see  Coxtbts,  8. 
Power  of  Federal  court  to  direct  receivers  to  increase  railroad 

rates,  see  Rates,  19. 
Power  of  court  of  equity  to  authorize  receiver  to  apply  for  increase 

in  rates,  see  Retubn,  14. 
Right  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  street  railways  operated  by 

receiver,  see  Retubn,  130. 
Emergency  relief  to  street  railway  not  delayed  because  it  is  in 

hands  of  receivers,  see  Retubn,  220. 
Increase  in  operating  expenses  through  award  of  War  Labor  Board 

and  other  war  costs,  resulting  in  receivership  and  destruction 

of  credit  as  constituting  emergency  entitling  utility  to  increase 

in  rates,  see  Return,  237. 
I>uty  of  receiver  asking  increased  rates  to  exercise  economy,  see 

Return,  295. 
Conflicting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  and  courts  over  matters  of 

service,  see  Service,  35. 
Permission  to  abandon  street  railway  service,  see  Service,  192. 

Discussion  of  difference  of  purpose  of  receivership  in  the  case  of 
public  utility  and  private  corporations,  P.U.R.1910F,  p.  737. 

Discussion  of  duties  of  receiver  in  foreclosure  of  street  railway 
mortgage,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  788. 

BECON8TBI7CTION. 

Continuation  of  increased  rates,  see  Return,  91. 

Treatment  of  reconstruction  expenses  of  street  railway,  see  RsTUBNy 
112. 

Utility  to  bear  part  of  the  burden  of  reconstruction  period,  see 
Return,  244. 

Continuance  of  emergency  relief  during  reconstruction  period,  see 
Return,  255. 

Consideration  of  rates  during  reconstruction  period,  see  Return, 
282-286. 

Increase  in  rates  to  meet  reconstruction  needs  of  utility,  see  Re- 
turn, 283,  285. 

Policy  of  Illinois  Commission  during  reconstruction  period,  see 
Return,  284. 

RECORDS. 

Accounting  methods  of  utility,  see  Accounting. 

Of  Commission  as  evidence,  see  Evidence,  3. 

Sufficiency  of  record  to  sustain  complaint  as  to  rates,  see  Procedure,. 
5. 

Sufliciency  of  record  to  sustain  complaint  for  reparation,  see  Pro- 
cedure, 6. 
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Accounting  records  of  utility  to  be  transferred  with  physical  prop- 
•  erty,  see  Sauc,  1. 

Company  records  as  evidence  of  fair  yalue,  see  Valuation,  40,  41. 

BECOUPMENT. 

Street  railways  not  to  recoup  war  losses  during  reconstruction 
period^  see  Returu,  282. 

BEDUCED  RATES. 

As  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination. 

Street  railway  tickets  at  reduced  rates,  see  Rates,  835-388* 

BEFUHP. 

Of  overcharges,  see  Reparation, 

BEOUIiATIONS. 

See  also  Rules  and  Regulations. 

Public  policy  as  favoring  regulation  rather  than  competition,  see 

MONWOLY  AND  COMPETriTION,  9. 

BEHEABING. 

Right  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not  made 
in  application  for  rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  35. 

Order  denying  rehearing  as  extending  life  of  certificate  of  con- 
venience, see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  NECESsirr, 
9-11. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  hold  motion  for  rehearing  under 
advisement  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
9. 

Rates  to  be  collected  pending  rehearing,  see  Rates,  1, 

Indiana  Commission  in  emergency  not  to  delay  through  rehearing 
or  appeal,  exercise  of  authority  to  change  contract  rates  as- 
serted by  Supreme  Court,  see  Rates,  31. 

• 
BEIJEF. 

Emergency  relief,  see  Emergenct. 

Consideration  of  emergency  relief  from  war  conditions,  see  Retxtrn, 
220-295. 

BEIiOCATION. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  of  selectmen  requiring 
relocation  of  street  railway  as  public  improvement,  see  Com- 
missions, 14. 

Order  of  selectmen  requiring  relocating  of  tracks  of*  street  railway 
not  to  be  set  aside  by  Commission  because  of  cost,  see  Street 
Railways,  2. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within 
provision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  not  order 
relocation  of  tracks  except  for  purposes  of  public  improvement. 
Bee  Street  Railways,  3. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


364  REMEDIES— REPAIRS  AND  REPLACEMENTS. 

BEMEDIE8. 

See  also  Appeal  and  Review;  Cebtiobaw;  lNjtT>'CTioN;  Manda- 
mus; Pbohibition. 

Remedy  against  utility  charging  more  than  contract  rates,  in  com- 
plaint to  Commission  rather  than  to  courts,  see  Pbocedure,  10. 

Statement  of  rule  that  new  remedies  for  old  righta  axe  oumulative 
and  not  exclusive,  P.U.R.191&C,  p.  639. 

BEM OVAL  CHABGES. 

For  telephones,  see  Rates,  371,  372. 

REinSWAI.8. 

See  Repaibs  and  Replacements. 

RENTAL. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  from  rental  of  street  cars  operating  In 
District  of  Columbia  and  Maryland,  see  Apportionment,  19, 

Rental  charges  to  be  allowed  subscribers  owning  their  own  instru- 
ments, see  DisoBiMiNATiON,  26,  27. 

Rental  of  consumers*  equipment  as  a  rebate,  see  Discbimination,  38. 

Effect  on  rental  value  of  property  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
rates  for  heating,  see  Rates,  140. 

Illegality  of  meter  rentals  in  Missouri,  see  Rates,  213. 

Rental  for  tracks  by  street  railway  company  as  an  operating  expense 
where  tracks  are  included  in  valuation,  see  Return,  84. 

Rent  paid  for  utility  property  as  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see 
Return,  85. 

Property  sold  not  included  in  valuation  where  rental  therefor  is 
charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  127. 

REORGANIZATION. 

Issuance  of  securities  upon,  see  Security  Issues,  32-34. 

BEPAIRB<EN. 

Cutting  of  telephone  wires  by  repairmen,  see  Servioe,  217. 

REPAIRS  AND  REPLACEBIENT8. 

Accounting  for,  see  Accounting. 

Propriety  of  crediting  plant  account  with  proceeds  of  sale  of  old 
equipment  and  charging  account  with  entire  cost  of  new  prop- 
erty, see  Accounting,  7. 

Gas  company  to  carry  suspense  account  to  care  for  renewals,  see 
Accounting,  8. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of 
repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality 
or  street  railway  using  bridge,  see  Crossings,  17. 

Right  of  utility  to  earn  from  consumers  return  sufficient  to  care  for 
replacements,  see  BtPBECiATioN,  2. 

Uncertain  revenue  of  street  railway  as  affecting  requirements  for 
depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  4. 
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Effect  of  charging  repairs  to  operation,  see  Depreciation,  9. 

Age  and  repairs  as  factors  in  determining  depredation,  see  Depre- 
ciation, 20,  22. 

Effect  of  charging  repairs  and  replacements  to  gross  earnings,  see 
Depreciation,  48. 

Effect  of  charging  repairs  to  gross  earnings,  on  allowance  to  de- 
preciation, see  Depreciation,  48. 

Expenditures  of  telephone  company  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as 
chargeable  to  depreciation  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Return, 
76. 

Cost  of  replacements  as  a  charge  to  operating  expenses,  see  Return, 
107-114. 

Issuance  of  stock  for  purpose  of  replacing  property,  see  Security 
I88X7E8,  27. 

Fower  of  Commission  to  require  the  maJcing  of  repairs  notwith- 
standing proceedings  for  abandonment  of  utility  are  pending, 
see  Service,  9. 

Kecessary  repairs  of  plant  to  be  made  before  increase  in  rates,  see 
Service,  59. 

Abandonment  of  service  because  of  inability  to  pay  for  repairs,  see 
Service,  94. 

Power  of  Commission  under  New  York  statute  to  compel  street  rail- 
way company  to  replace  track,  see  Service,  187. 

Need  of  large  sum  of  money  for  repairs  and  replacements  as  justi- 
fying abandonment  of  service,  see  Service,  198. 

Cutting  of  telephone  wires,  see  Service,  217,  218. 

Not  to  be  capitalized,  see  V%-UATIOn,  10,  129-131. 

Increased  cost  of  replacements  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valua- 
tion, 131. 

XtEPARATIOK. 

I.  In  general,  1—5. 
11,  Juri8dictionf  poiver,  and  duties  of  Commiaaion,  6,  7* 
III,  Interest  on  refunds,  8, 
IV,  Parties,  9, 
V,  lAmitation  of  actions,  10* 

I.  In  general. 

Sufficiency  of  record  to  sustain  complaint  for  overcharges,  see  Proced- 
ure, 6. 

Annotation  on  reparation  of  overcharges,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  234. 

1.  A  utility  company  may  be  required  to  rebate  a  readiness-to- 
serve  charge,  where  by  reason  of  frequent  interruptions  the  service 
has  been  inadequate.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co. 
(111.)   P.U.R.1919A,  679. 

2.  Upon  the  issue  of  whether  the  long  and  short  haul  clause  of 
the  California  Constitution  has  been  violated  by  an  excessive  charge 
for  the  shorter   distance,  proof  of  contemporaneous  shipment  to  the 
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more  distant  point  is  unnecessary.  California  Adjustment  Co.  v.  At- 
chison, T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  528  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — , 
176  Pac.  682). 

3.  Overcharge?  in  violation  of  the  long  and  short  haul  clause  of 
the  California  Constitution  may  be  recovered  although  the  charges  were 
paid  without  protest,  where  the  consignees  were  compelled  to  pay  such 
charges  in  order  to  obtain  their  consignment.  California  Adjustment 
Co.  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  528  (S.  C.  —  Cal. 
—,  175  Pac.  682). 

4.  A  consignee  was  held  damaged  by  a  freight  charge  to  the  extent 
that  it  exceeded  the  amount  declared  reasonable"  by  the  Commission  in 
a  prior  order,  notwithstanding  the  order  was  made  effective  without 
prejudice  to  a  further  consideration  of  the  rate  in  question  under  cer- 
tain stated  conditions.  Cambria  Steel  Co.  y.  Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  229. 

5.  A  telephone  company  which  has  paid  an  illegal  increase  in 
switching  charges  to  another  company  for  the  first  quarter  of  the 
year  should  deduct  the  amount  thereof  from  the  second  quarter's  pay- 
ment.   Re  Hamburg  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R19190,  968. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  power,  and  duties  of  Comtnission. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  refunding 
of  excessive  charges,  see  Constitutional  Law,  91. 

d.  Jurisdiction  to  award  reparation  for  deviation  from  the  long 
and  short  haul  clause  of  the  California  Constitution  is  not  with  the 
Commission  in  the  first  instance  under  §  71  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Act,  but  with  the  courts,  where  there  is  no  dispute  as  t.>  the  facts.  Cali- 
fornia Adjustment  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R1919A, 
5^8  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  175  Pac.  682). 

7.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  a  gas 
company  to  refund  to  abutting  property  owners  amounts  paid  for  the 
construction  of  laterals  from  the  main  to  the  curb  line,  where  they 
were  constructed  by  the  company  at  thfe  instance  of  the  city,  and 
the  abutting  owners  have  not  yet  become  consumers.  West  Allis  v.  West 
Allis  Gas  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  370. 

Ill,  Interest  on  refunds. 

8.  Interest  may  be  allowed  upon  the  sums  awarded  to  shippers 
because  of  injunction  decrees  afterwards  reversed  on  appeal  by  which 
the  enforcement  of  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  carriers  as  fixed  by  a 
state  commission  was  permanently  enjoined.  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co.  y. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919C,  710  (S.  C.  249  U. 
S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237). 

IV.  Parties. 

9.  A  claim  for  reparation  for  excessive  freight  charges  cannot  be 
filed  by  a  consignee  where  the  contract  of  shipment  provides  that  the* 
freight  shall  be  paid  by  the  shipper,  although  the  contract  contains  a 
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clause  providing  that  any  reduction  which  may  be  made  in  the  freight 
rates  shall  he  for  the  benefit  of  the  consignee.  Cambria  Steel  Ck).  v. 
Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U,R.1919A,  229. 

F.  Limitation  of  actions. 

10.  A  statute  requiring  complaints  or  petitions  for  reparation  to 
be  filed  with  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  within  two  years  from  the 
time  when  the  cause  of  action  accrued  is  satisfied  by  the  filing  of  a 
complaint  in  the  form  of  a  letter  in  which  the  matters  in  controversy, 
are  fully  set  forth.  Cambria  Steel  Co.  Y.  Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  229. 

REPEAI.. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  fix  gas  rates  where  maximum 
rate  statute  has  been  repealed  by  confiscatory  statute,  see 
Rates,  92. 

BEPULOEMEHT  GONSTBUCTIOK  COBT. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  10. 

REPULCEMENTS. 

See  Repaibs  and  Replacements. 

BEPOBT8. 

Accounting  methods  of  utilify,  see  Acxx>tmTiNO. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies  to  re- 
port construction  costs,  see  Commissions,  44. 

Effect  of  failure  of  utility  to  show  depreciation  in  annual  report, 
see  Depreciation,  3. 

Of  utilities  as  evidence,  see  Evidence,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over  contempt  proceedings  for 
failure  to  obey  orders  to  file  a  report  as  aflfected  by  lack  of 
notice  of  letter  explaining  order,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  4. 

BEPRODUCTION  COST. 

Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  5,  58-70. 

Consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  rate  base,  see  Valuation.  9,  11,  13, 

17,  20. 
Allowance  for  overheads  as  dependent  upon  use  of  average  prices  in 

ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  81. 
No  allowance  for  bond  discount  or  brokerage  in  ascertaining,  see 

Valuation,  116. 
Reproduction  cost  of  land,  see  Valuation,  176. 

Annotation  "on  ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
422. 

REPBODirCTIOK  COST  LESS  DEPRECIATION. 

As  measure  of  fair  value,  see  Valuation,  21,  22, 
Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  71. 
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BESALIL 

Right  of  municipal  plant  to  establish  resale  price  of  electricity  sold 
to  light  and  power  company,  see  Discrimination^  5. 

RESERVi:  EQUIPMElfT. 

Of  electric  plant,  see  Sebvioe,  120. 

RESERVES. 

Power  to  regulate  rates  as  implying  power  to  control  depreciation 

reserve,  see  Depreciation,  6. 
Depreciation  reserve,  see  Depreciation,  70,  71. 
Treatment  of  interest  on  reserve  fund,  see  Retitrn,  28. 

RESIDENCE  RATES. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  of  one  electric  plant  on  average  of  entire 
city  and  not  on  revenue  from  residence  rates  of  neighborhood  of 
plant,  see  Apportionment,  1. 

Gas  rates  for  residence  to  be  different  than  for  street  lighting,  see 
Rates,  251. 

BESIDEKCES. 

Separate  meter  in  office  and  residence  where  both  are  on  same  lot, 
see  Rates,  217. 

Discussion  of  difference  in  cost  and  value  of  busineae  and  residence 
telephone  service,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  370. 

RESIDENCE  TEIXPHONES. 

See  Telephones. 

RES  JUDICATA. 

Effect  of  erroneous  judgment,  see  Judgments,  1. 

Right  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court  where  same  controversy  has 

been  settled  in  state  court,  see  Judgment,  2. 
Applicability  of  principal  to  orders  of  Commission,  see  Orders,  4,  7. 
Binding  effect  of  order  holding  gas  plant  suitable,  see  Orders,  8. 

RESORTS. 

Blanket  rates  on  interurban  railways,  see  Disorihinatton,  63. 
Park  property  as  nonoperating  property,  see  Valuation,  145. 

RETIREMENTS. 

Accounting  for,  see  Aooountino. 

RETROACTIVE. 

Order  of  Michigan  Commission  setting  aside  prior  <^er  not  to  be 
retroactive,  see  Rates,  6. 
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BETUBir. 

« 

J.  In  general,  Jf— 0. 
II.  Juri8dicUon,  powers  and  duHes  of  Oontmiaaion,  7— Jfd* 
a.  In  general,  7^12. 

5.  Power  to  compel  increase  in  operating  expenses  to 
cover  increased  tcages,  13* 

III.  JPotoers  of  court  of  equity,  14. 

IV,  Basis  upon  which  return  is  to  l>e  computed.  Iff— ;94. 

a.  In  general,  16, 
h.  Fair  value  of  property,  1 6^24, 
V,  Sliding  scale  of  return,  25, 
VI,  Gross  income,  26-^32, 

a.  In  general,  29—29, 
h,  Nonoperating  revenues,  80S2, 
VII,  Metum  of  municipal  plant,  33'~40, 
a.  In  general,  33—36, 
h.  Amount  allowed,  37—40, 
VIII,  Consideration  of  operating  expenses,  41^127. 
a.  In  general,  41— 60, 
d.  Commission  expenses,  SI— 54. 

0.  Salaries  and  wages,  55—61. 

d.  Taxes,  62—70, 

1.  In  general,  62,  63, 

2.  Income,  bond  interest,  and  other  war  taxes,  64^ 

70, 

e.  Damajes,  injuries,  and  insurance,  71—79. 

1,  In  general,  71—73, 

2,  Storms  and  floods,  74—76, 

3,  Expenses  of  insurance,  77,  78. 

f.  Contingencies,  79, 

g.  Payments  to  holding  or  parent  company,  80,  81» 
h.  Cost  of  purchased  comtnodity,  82,  83. 

i.  Rental  of  property,  84,  85, 
j.  Expense  of  stand-by  plant,  86, 
Tc,  Cost  of  war  conditions,  87—91. 

1,  Bad  accounts^  92—95, 

m,  Promotion  of  business,  96, 

n.  Costs  due  to  inefficiency,  97—103. 

1,  In  general,  97—100, 

2,  LeaJcage  of  gas,  101—103. 

o.  Expenses  caused  by  competition,  104 

p.  Contributions  to  charities,  105,  106, 

q.  Replacements  and  maintenance,  107— 117* 

1,  In  general,  107—114. 

2.  Deferred  maintenance,  115—117. 
r.  Charges  to  depreciation,  118—120. 

s.  Street  paving,  121, 

t.  Interest,  122,  123, 

u.  Amortization  of  natural  gas  property,  124. 

V,  Unit  costs  of  heating  plant,  125—127. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 24. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


370  RETURN. 

MX,  Beasonahleness  of  return,  128-^^4:. 
a.  In  general,  12S^iaS, 

h,  Amiyunt  utility  entitled  to  earn,  ia&^f48, 
o.  Average  return  for  period  of  years,  1 44:^1 46, 

d.  Company  operating  tcithout  franchise,  147, 

e.  Necessity  of  evidence,  148,  149, 

f.  Factors  to  he  considered  in  determining,  160^196, 

1.  In  general,  160^153. 

2,  Value  and  cost  of  the  service,  154^104, 

8,  Necessity  of  attracting  capital,  106, 

4,  Maintenance  of  credit,  166, 

5,  Bisks  of  business,  167,  168, 

6,  Cost  of  money;  rate  of  interest,  169,  170. 

7,  Character  of  locality,  171, 

8,,  Maintenance  of  efficiency,  172,  178* 

9,  Efficiency  of  management,  174— J 77. 

10,  Character  of  service,  178'~189, 

11,  Restriction  of  earnings  to  fair  return,  190, 

12,  Past  and  future  earnings,  191—195, 
18*  Development  stage  of  utility,  196, 

'  g,  Beasonahleness  of  return  as  a  irhole,  197^^219, 

1,  In  general,  197—201. 

2.  Each   department   to    he   self  sust^Uning,    202-^ 

209, 

8,  Electric  railway  system  considered  as  an  entiretyf 

210-217, 
4,  Compensatory  character  of  particular  commodity 

rate,  218, 
6,  Earning  of  parti<^ilar  train,  219, 
h.  War  conditions;  em/ergency  relief,  220—205, 

1,  In  general,  220—234, 

2,  When  emergency  exists,  285—241, 

3,  Utility  to  hear  part  of  hurden,  242—251.      • 

4,  Duration  of  emergency  relief,  252—258. 
6,  Necessity  for  valuation,  259—272. 

6,  Surplus  and  past  dividends  as  affecting  right  to 

relief,  278. 

7,  'Relief  conditioned  upon  adequate  service,  274, 

8,  Belief  conditioned  on  entire  return,  275—277, 

9,  Comparison   with   return  under  normal   condi' 

tions,  278,  279. 

10,  Relief  during  development  period,  280, 

11,  Duty  of  utility  to  practise  economy t  281, 

12,  Reconstruction,  282—286. 

18,  Effect  of  increase  in  electric  railway  fares,  287— 
295. 
i,  Reasonahleness  of  specific  amounts,  296—844, 

1.  Electricity,  296-310. 

2.  Gas,   811-814. 
8*  Heating,  815. 
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IX.  i — continued, 

4.  Interurhan  railways,  316, 

5.  Natural  gaSf  317. 

6.  Sewers,  3 IS, 

7.  Street  railways,  319—322. 

8.  Telephones,  323—335. 

9.  Water,  33C-344:. 
X.  Confiscation,  34S—347. 

XI.  Dividends;  net  income,  348—366. 
a.  In  general,  34S—3S3. 
t.  Restoration  of  excessive  dividends,  354— 3S6. 

Discussion  of  tHe  results  of  operation  of  the  Bay  State  Street 
Railway  under  emergency  conditions  and  increased  fares,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  826. 

Summary  of  operating  history  of  the  Indianapolis  Traction  k  Ter- 
minal Company,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  169. 

Table  showing  comparative  monthly  income  accounts  and  per  cents 
earned  on  various  valuations  of  the  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal 
Company,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  161. 

Table  of  revenues  and  reimbursed  tables  of  revenues  and  reimburse- 
ments  during  trial  period  of  60  days  of  operation  of  Indianapolis  Trac- 
tion &  Terminal  Company,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  181. 

Discussion  of  the  emergency  conditions  confronting  the  Indianapolis 
Traction  k  Terminal  Company,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  186. 

I.  In  general. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Apportionment. 

Uncertain  revenue  of  street  railway  as  affecting  requirements  for  de- 
preciation, see  Depreciation,  4. 

Weight  to  be  attached  to  unsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and  rev- 
enues of  extension,  see  Evidence,  2. 

Competing  automobile  stage  line  not  authorized  where  revenue  is  not 
sufficient  for  both,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  11. 

Utilities  not  to  insure  themselves  where  consumers  pay  reasonable 
rates,  see  Pubuo  Utilities,  4. 

Authority  of  Federal  government  to  take  revenue  of  telephone  company 
as  implying  power  to  fix  intrastate  telephone  rates,  see  Rates,  50. 

Determination  of  increase  in  return  from  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates, 
142. 

Comparison  of  ton-mile  earnings  on  steam  railroad  with  those  of  inter- 
urban  railways,  see  Rates,  145. 

Comparison  of  return  of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  151. 

Rates  of  competing  street  railway  raised  to  equal  those  of  railway  in 
need  of  greater  return,  see  Rates,  161,  162. 

Car  earnings  on  interurhan  railways,  see  Rates,  263. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  commutation  rates,  see  Rates,  276. 

Duty  of  street  railway  company  to  make  extension  of  service  as  affected 
by  prospective  return,  see  Return,  97* 
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Duty  of  utility  to  render  service  if  earnings  are  sufficient,  see  Srbvice, 

54. 
Prospective  return  as  not  conclusive  factor  in  determining  necessity  for 

particular  extension,  see  Service,  74,  79. 
Extensions  of  service  not  to  be  paid  for  out  of  rates,  see  Sebvioe,  81. 
Question  of  return  immaterial  upon  issue  as  to  necessity  of  service,  see 

Service,  124. 
Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation  proceedings  where 

return  has  been  insufficient,  see  Valuation,  75-77. 

Annotation  on  return  generally,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  869;  P.U.R.1919P, 
p.  130. 

Discussion  of  difference  in  treatment  of  casep  where  companies  en- 
deavor to  obtain  a  fair  return  and  where  they  are  merely  endeavoring 
to  meet  costs  in  emergency  situations,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  47. 

Discussion  of  the  effect  of  serving  a  portion  of  the  utility's  patrons 
at  less  than  cost,  P.U.R.1919B,  78. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  protecting  holders  of  securities  issued  be- 
fore the  creation  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  86. 

Discussion  of  percentages  of  loss  of  revenue  of  a  street  railway 
company  by  failure  to  adopt  modern  collection  devices,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
164. 

Discussion  of  plans  for  readjustment  of  relationships  between  street 
railway  utilities  and  the  public,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  180. 

Discussion  of  relative  percentage  of  return  on  long  and  short  haul 
traffic  of  an  electric  interurban  railway,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  417. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  increased  labor  efficiency  due  to  return  of 
men  to  peaceful  pursuits  in  reflecting  lower  labor  costs,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
518. 

Statement  of  policy  of  expecting  adequate  service  of  utility  not 
receiving  reasonable  return,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  565. 

1.  A  necessity  for  an  increase  in  the  revenue  of  a  public  utility  is 
not  shown  by  proof  that  the  percentage  of  increase  in  operating  costs 
is  greater  than  that  of  the  increase  in  gross  revenue.  Re  Home  Teleph. 
Co.   (Va.)   P.U.R.1919A,  243. 

2.  A  newly  constructed  railroad  built  to  develop  the  country  it 
traverses  should  be  encouraged  to  expand  by  fair  earnings,  rather  than 
retarded  by  the  allowance  of  insufficient  rates.  Brittenbecker  &  P.  Sugar 
Co.  V.  Kings  Lake  Shore  R,  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  681. 

3.  Under  the  abnormal  conditions  created  by  the  war,  which  has 
greatly  increased  the  operating  expenses  of  street  and  interurban  rail- 
way systems,  there  must  be  a  hearty  co-operation  upon  the  part  of  the 
public;  the  car  men,  who  come  in  closest  contact  with  the  public, 
should  be  courteous,  alert,  and  considerate  for  the  welfare  of  the  public 
and  the  company;  and  the  company  should  use  great  care  to  make  its 
service  as  efficient  and  adequate  as  possible,  and  should  give  the  most 
careful  consideration  to  all  complaints  made  in  good  faith.  Re  Cumber- 
land County  Power  &  Light  Co.    (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  550. 

4.  Tlie  revenue  and  expense  from  carbon  briquette  sales  should 
be  estimated  upon  the  basis  of  selling  practically  the  amount  of 
briquettes  manufactured  during  the  year,  rather  than  upon  minimum 
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year  conditions.    Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919D, 
140. 

6.  Inadequacy  of  car  supply  of  street  railway  company  to  handle 
traffic  by  which  actual  loss  of  traffic  takes  place,  where  that  traffic 
is  a  paying  traffic,  means  that  the  investment  is  not  getting  the  full 
return  in  the  way  of  earnings  which  it  is  capable  of  getting.  Milwaukee 
Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

6.  In  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  street  rail- 
way rates,  an  objection  to  the  consideration  of  interest  on  mill  tax 
adjustments  was  held  immaterial  on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  consider  "deductions  from  income"  in  prescribing  rates.  Re 
United  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919F,  264. 

II,  JuriadictioHf  powers  and  duties  of  Commissiotu 

a.  In  genei*al, 

7.  Under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  Nebraska,  the  State  Rail- 
way Commission  has  a  wide  discretion  in  fixing  reasonable  rates. 
Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Nebraska  State  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  307  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  173  N.  W.  690). 

8.  The  obligation  of  a  Commission  to  see  that  a  public  utility 
renders  adequate  service  to  the  public  demands  primarily  that  the 
company  be  permitted  to  charge  rates  which  will  enable  it  to  pay  its 
operating  expenses,  including  the  maintenance  of  its  property  and 
fixed  charges,  and  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  in- 
vestment.   Re  United  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  74. 

9.  Hie  Indiana  Commission,  in  proceedings  under  the  emergency 
section  of  the  Jndiana  Commission  Act,  is  not  called  upon  as  in  a 
formal  rate  case,  to  determine  and  fix  a  definite  value  of  the  property. 
Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

10.  An  emergency  authorizing  the  Indiana  Commission  to  increase 
franchise  rates  exists  where  the  evidence  shows  that  cars  that  should 
be  running  are  standing  idle,  that  people  are  deprived  of  their  means 
of  conveyance,  that  cars  are  overloaded,  that  inadequate  service  re- 
sults in  the  company  losing  revenues,  both  from  failure  to  collect 
earned  fares  and  from  people  procuring  other  means  of  transportation, 
that  the  transportation  obligations  of  the  company  are  so  inadequately 
met  that  industry  and  normal  life  of  the  city  are  menaced,  and  that 
the  war  munitions  output  is  retarded  and  full  operation  threatened. 
Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.    (Ind.)   P.U.R,1919A,  278. 

11.  Upon  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates  of  a  street  rail- 
way company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  cannot  overlook  the  fact 
that  the  company  neglects  to  procure  necessary  equipment  for  render- 
ing full  service  and  obtaining  maximum  earnings.  Milwaukee  Electric 
R.  &  Light  Co.  V.  Milwaukee   (Wis.)   P.U.R.19I9D,  604.  . 

12.  The  Indiana  Commission  eannot  increase  the  rates  of  a  public 
utility  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  it  to  pay  interest  on  its  securities, 
or  dividends  on  its  stock,  or  to  finance  itself,  or  to  pay  any  given  per- 
centage of  its  annual  fixed  interest  charges.  Re  Terre  Haute  Water- 
works Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  989. 
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b.  Power  to  compel  increase  in  operating  expenses  to  cover  in» 
creased  wages. 

Discussion  of  power  of  Commission  to  increase  as  well  as  limit 
operating  expenses  of  utility,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  340. 

13.  A  Commission  has  power  to  require  a  utility  to  increase  its 
operating  expenses  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  wages  necessary  to 
procure  employees  sufficient  to  render  adequate  service,  where  the  labor 
cost  is  not  excessive  compared  with  other  cost  standards,  and  the 
increase  will  not  be  reflected  in  unreasonable  rates.  Public  Service 
Commission  v.  Nevada  Northern  R,  Co.   (Nev.)  P.U.R.1919F,  334. 

HI.  Powers  of  court  of  equity, 

14.  A  court  of  equity  has  the  requisite  power  and  should  authorize 
the  receiver  of  a  public  utility  to  apply  to  a  Public  Service  Com- 
mission in  a  proper  case  for  an  increase  in  rates,  in  order  to  secure 
the  revenue  essential  to  conserve  and  preserve  the  corporation  and 
its  property  for  the  benefit  of  creditors,  secured  and  unsecured,  the 
general  public,  and  the  stockholders ;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the 
necessity  therefor  is  produced  by  temporary  conditions  due  to  war 
between  the  United  States  and  other  nations.  Westinghouse  Electric 
&  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Binghamton  R.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C^  780  (S.  C.  266 
Fed.  378). 

IV.  BaMs  upon  which  return  is  to  he  computed, 

a.  In  general* 

15.  Neither  the  investment  of  the  present  owner  nor  the  fair  value 
of  the  property  used  in  the  public  service  is  necessarily  the  measure 
by  which  the  just  and  reasonable  rate  is  to  be  determined,  where  the 
plant  is  obsolete  and  wasteful  in  its  method  and  does  not  turn  out  its 
product  with  any  reasonable  degree  of  economy.  Buck  v.  Judge  (N. 
Y.)   P.U.R.1919F,  458. 

h.  Fair  value  of  property. 

16.  The  rates  of  a  public  service  corporation  must  be  based  upon 
the  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  the  public  use.  Re  Lincoln  Trac« 
tion  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

17.  The  reasonable  average  return  to  which  a  utility  company  is  en- 
titled is  not  a  return  upon  its  capital  stock,  but  upon  the  fair  value 
of  its  property  actually  used  in  the  public  service.  Re  Van  Brunt  Street 
&  E.  B.  R.  Co.  (N.  y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  723. 

18.  The  justice  or  injustice  of  a  rate  can  be  determined  only  by 
an  ascertainment  of  the  just  amount  or  base,  fair  alike  to  the  utility 
and  the  public,  upon  which  a  return  is  to  be  allowed  to  the  utility. 
Re  Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919P,  779. 

19.  Invested  capital  for  the  purpose  of  computing  the  rate  of 
return  to  a  public  service  corporation  means  the  actual  value  of  the 
property  used  in  the  service,  irrespective  of  the  nature  of  the  securities^ 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


RETURN,  v.,  VI.  a.  375 

or  how  much  "water"  may  be  present  in  the  stock.    Re  New  York  State 
R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1910A,  755. 

20.  In  determining  just  and  reasonable  utility  rates,  the  basis  of 
calculation  is  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public.  Re  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  645. 

21.  The  public  may  not  be  required  to  bear  any  more  than  a  fair 
return,  upon  the  actual  value  of  utility  property  used  in  the  public 
service,  notwithstanding  ordinance  agreements,  respecting  the  division 
of  the  income  between  the  company  and  the  city.  Re  Chicago  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

22.  The  Missouri  Commission  prescribes  maximum  rates  to  be 
charged,  and  not  the  rate  of  return,  and  in  doing  so  must  have  in 
mind  a  reasonable  rate  of  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  utility  property 
used  in  serving  the  public.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  853. 

23.  The  rate  of  return  w!.ich  a  producing  and  a  distributing 
company  are  entitled  to  receive  is  to  be  computed  on  the  value  of 
the  property  devoted  by  t^e  respective  companies  to  the  public  service 
and  the  establishment  of  these  values  involves  the  consideration  of 
the  fair  value  of  the  property  of  the  two  companies.  Re  Iroquois  Nat- 
ural Gas  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

24.  Intent  to  increase  the  plant  value  through  improvements,  al- 
though such  improvements  are  partially  completed,  cannot  be  accepted 
as  a  basis  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  rates,  the  actual  fair  value  of 
investment  at  the  time  used  and  useful  in  the  business  of  furnishing 
service  to  the  public  being  the  true  basis  for  calculating  proper 
charges.    Re  Seneca  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  48. 

F.  Sliding  scale  of  return, 

25.  The  reasons  for  making  rate  adjustments  temporary  during  the 
continuance  of  war  conditions  apply  with  greater  force  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  standard  price  under  the  "sliding  scale"  basis  of  return. 
Ra  Boston  Consol.  Gas  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  699. 

VI.  Gross  income. 

a.  In  general, 

California  automobile  transportation  companies  not  to  lease  equip- 
ment nor  employ  drivers  on  compensation  based  on  gross  receipts, 
see  Automobiles,  16. 

Value  rather  than  gross  income  as  basis  for  computing  depreciation, 
see  Depreciation,  19. 

26.  Interest  on  bank  balances  should  not  be  included  in  the  operat- 
ing revenue  of  a  public  utility.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R,  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  366. 

27.  In  estimating  revenue  for  a  future  period,  increased  collections 
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due  to  a  resurvey  of  the  flat-rate  connections  of  a  water  utility  wero 
added.    Re  New  Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  984. 

28.  Interest  on  reserve  funds  built  up  by  appropriation  of  free 
surplus  should  be  treated  as  revenue  of  the  corporation,  and  not  as  a 
credit  to  the  reserve.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

29.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  interurban  railway  rates, 
the  Indiana  Commission  refused  to  accept  the  gross  income  for  1918, 
as  representative  of  such  income  for  a  future  period,  where,  in  the  second 
half  of  1918,  the  basic  fare  of  the  company  was  i  cent  greater  than 
during  the  first  half,  where  the  operating  and  maintenance  cost  for  the 
year  showed  unreasonable  increases,  where  rentals  paid  for  leased 
track  appeared  unreasonably  high,  and  where  the  passenger  mileage  was 
below  what  might  reasonably  be  expected  for  the  future.  Re  Chicago, 
L.  8.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  848. 

h.  yonoperating  revenues, 

30.  The  investment  and  expenses  of  an  ice  department  of  a  utility 
are  not  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  arriving  at  the  rate  of  return 
to  which  the  utility  is  entitled.  Re  Hinton  Water,  Light  &  Supply 
Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

31.  An  estimate  of  future  gas  sales  should  be  based  upon  average 
climatic  conditions  over  a  ten-year  period.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  B. 
Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

32.  The  profit  to  a  gas  company  resulting  from  the  sale  of  surplus 
oil  purchased  in  order  to  secure  the  product  at  a  low  cost  should  not 
be  treated  as  a  nonoperating  revenue  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the 
reasonableness  of  the  company's  gas  rates.  Re  Oregon  Power  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  620. 

VII.  Beturn  of  municipal  plant. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  return  of  municipal  plant,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  526. 

33.  A  city  owning  a  municipal  water  plant,  and  treated  on  the  same 
basis  as  a  private  corporation,  should,  like  a  private  corporation,  bear 
a  portion  of  the  burdens  incident  to  and  running  concurrently  with  the 
war.     Re  Hammond  Waterworks   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

34.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  investment  in  a  municipal  water 
plant  was  held  fair,  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of 
its  rates.     Re  Hammond  Waterworks   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

35.  Bond  interest  of  a  municipal  utility  should  be  provided  for  by 
taxation.     Re  Brigham  Mun.  Corp.    (Utah)   P.U.R.1919E,  339. 

36.  T^xes  should  be  included  in  the  costs  of  service  of  a  municipal 
plant  in  order  that  justice  may  be  done  between  consumers  and  taxpay- 
ers who  are  in  both  classes  and  those  who  are  in  one  or  the  other  class 
only.    Re  Hartford  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  216. 
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1^.  Amount  allowed, 

37.  In  determining  reasonableness  of  proposed  rates  of  a  municipal 
utility,  5  per  cent  was  held  to  be  a  conservative  rate  of  interest  for 
the  city  to  receive  for  the  service  furnished.  Re  Hartford  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.IW9F,  216. 

38.  A  return  of  5.28  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  municipal  water 
''plant  is  clearly  inadequate.    Re  Bluifton  Municipal  Light  &  Waterworks 

(Ind.)   P.U.R.191»E,  117. 

39.  Until  conditions  created  by  the  World  War  become  more  nor- 
mal, rates  for  street  railway  service  which  will  yield  a  return  of  ,6 
per  cent  are  reasonable  and  in  no  sense*  confiscatory.  Re  Washington 
R.  A  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  751. 

40.  In  estimating  fair  rates  for  a  municipal  water  plant,  a  return 
of  8  per  cent  was  held  to  be  fair.  Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v.  Booth- 
bay  Harbor  (Mj.)  P.U.R.1919F,  154. 

VIII*  Consideration  of  operating  expenses, 
a.  In  general. 

Admission  of  evidence  of  operating  expenses  on  appeal,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  49. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  operating  expenses,  P.U.R.1919C, 
p.  871;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  130. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  interest  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
3919C,  p.  873. 

Discussion  of  items  to  be  considered  in  determining  cost  of  operat- 
ing railroad  train,  including  maintenance  of  way  and  rental  of  equip- 
ment, P.U.R.1919E,  p.  640. 

Discussion  of  propriety  of  modifying  statute  requiring  street  rail- 
way companies  to  pay  into  the  public  treasury  4  per  cent  of  their 
gross  revenues,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  761. 

Discussion  of  proper  treatment  of  reserve  fund  and  interest  there- 
on, P.U.R.1919D,  p.  523. 

Discussion  of  consideration  to  be  given  to  high  cost  of  large  quan- 
tities of  materials  purchased  during  war  period  in  estimating  future 
operating  expenses  for  rate  making,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  517. 

Statement  aa  to  anticipated  decreases  in  material  and  operating 
costs,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  512. 

Discussion  of  increase  in  cost  of  telephone  business  as  business 
expands,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  368. 

Statement  that  the  labor  cost  in  the  manufacture  of  water  gas 
is  comparatively  slight,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  297. 

Table  showing  percentage  of  gross  revenues  consumed  by  the  fixed 
charges  of  street  railways  in  Indianapolis  and  several  other  cities, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  170. 

Table  of  number  of  cents  consumed  out  of  each  dollar  to  pay 
fixed  charges  on  street  railways  in  various  cities,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  208. 

Table  of  percentages  of  salaries  to  gross  earnings,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
179. 
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Discussion  of  question  whether  fixed  charges  on  excessive  securities 
constitute  a  legal  obligation  which  the  state  must  recognize,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  167. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  reduced  operating  expenses  in  tabulating 
probable  future  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  163. 

Discussion  of  consumption  of  electrical  energy  by  class  B  water 
plants  in  pumping,  P,U.R.1919E,  p.  124. 

Discussion  of  allowance  for  annual  depreciation  of  plant  in  rate^ 
making  proceeding,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  427. 

41.  The  reasonableness  of  operating  expenses  for  a  particular  year 
inay  depend  upon  whether  the  company  has  made  proper  efforts  to  de- 
velop its  business.  Re  Spring  Valley  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
839. 

42.  In  the  absence  of  proper  accounting  methods,  the  operating  ex- 
penses of  a  utility  may  be  estimated  by  comparison  with  those  of  like 
utilities  operating  under  similar  conditions.  Re  Iron  River  Water, 
Light  &  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  971. 

43.  In  calculating  the  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utflity  for 
rate  makiiig,  purely  speculative  estimates  of  increases  should  not  be 
allowed.    Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

44.  The  Indiana  Commission,  during  the  period  of  increasing  costs, 
anticipated  future  increases  and  made  rate  allowance  therefor;  and  the 
Commission  must,  in*  fairness  to  both  utility  and  consumer,  anticipate 
future  decreases  in  costs.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  507. 

45.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  return  of  a  telephone 
company,  no  consideration  should  be  given  to  an  increased  switching 
rate  the  company  is  required  to  pay  to  another '  telephone  company, 
where  such  increase  was  made  without  permission  of  the  Commission. 
Re  Hamburg  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  968. 

46.  The  transmission,  distribution,  commercial,  and  general  expenses 
of  a  gas  utility  should  not  be  estimated  on  the  basis  of  gas  sales.  Re 
Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

47.  Increased  fuel  costs  due  to  additional  quantity  used,  increase 
in  taxes  due  to  increase  in  rate  of  state  tax  and  coimty  and  city  fran- 
chise taxes,  are  not  increases  due  to  war  conditions.  Re  Southern 
Sierras  Power  Co.   (CaJ.)  P.U.R.1919B,  942. 

48.  Moneys  invested  in  liberty  bonds,  or  advanced  as  the  purchase 
price  of  an  automobile  as  a  loan  to  the  manager  of  the  company,  can- 
not be  charged  to  operating  expenses.  Re  Jefferson  &  Civil  Bend  Teleph. 
Co.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919A,  650. 

49.  The  cost  of  electric  service  for  rate-making  purposes  was  based 
on  steam-plant  operation,  rather  than  on  transmission-line  cost,  where 
it  appeared  that  the  company  had  constructed  a  transmission  line  for 
purchasing  energy  for  90  per  cent  of  its  needs,  and  had  continued  to 
maintain  its  steam  plant  as  a  stand-by  plant  at  a  cost  equal  to  the 
expense  of  its  operation  at  maximum  capacity,  which  resulted  in  a 
cost  of  approximately  $70,000  a  year  in  excess  of  the  cost  of  producing 
its  own  energy.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.IL 
1919D,  924. 
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50.  The  use  of  one-man  cars  upon  a  street  railway  was  recommended 
by  the  Missouri  Commission  for  service  in  Joplin  city  in  order  to 
reduce  operating  expenses.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
171. 

h.  Comfnisaion  expenses. 

61.  Expenses  incurred  by  a  utility  to  the  amount  of  $2,500  in  a 
rate  proceeding  before  the  Commissioh  were  required  to  be  spread  over 
a  period  of  five  years.  Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  798. 

52.  The  expense  of  preparing  and  presenting  to  the  committee  an 
inventory  and  audit  for  use  in  a  rate  proceeding  should  not  be  charge- 
able to  the  operating  expenses  of  the  year  in  which  it  occurred,  but 
should  be  amortized  over  a  period  of  years.  Re  Capital  Teleph.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  502. 

53.  The  total  amount  of  appraisal  expense  should  not  be  con- 
sidered as  part  of  the  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility  for  a 
single  year,  in  an  estimate  of  such  expenses  for  rate  making,  since 
such  expense  should  be  amortized  over  a  period  of  years.  Re  Home 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

54.  The  expense  incurred  by  a  utility  in  making  an  inventory  and 
appraisal  of  its  property,  and  presenting  its  case  to  the  Commission, 
in  a  rate  investigation,  although  considered  a  proper  charge  to  operat- 
ing expense,  was  required  to  be  spread  over  a  period  of  ten  years 
instead  of  five  years  so  as  to  reduce  the  annual  charge  for  that  pur- 
pose from  $2,286  to  about  $1,150.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  & 
Improv.  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919A,  790. 

o.  Salaries  and  wages. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  salaries  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1W9C,  p.  874;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  131. 

55.  An  increase  in  utility  rates  should  not  be  based  on  prospective 
wage  increases,  especially  where  the  increase  is  made  contingent  upon 
an  increase  in  rates.  Re  Van  Brunt  Street  &  E.  B.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  728. 

56.  Officers'  salaries  and  depreciation  are  proper  charges  to  operat- 
ing expenses.    Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

57.  An  attempt  to  meet  the  varying  labor  conditions  by  a  general 
standardization  of  wages  should  not  be  permitted  in  a  given  case  to 
deprive  the  public  of  reasonably  necessary  service  unless  the  standard 
actually  fits  the  particular  case.  Re  United  States  R.  Administration 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  731. 

58.  A  salary  of  $12,000  a  year  paid  to  the  president  of  a  public 
utility  who  lives  in  a  distant  city  and  devote  only  a  portion  of  his 
time  to  the  affairs  of  the  company,  is  excessive,  and  therefore,  in 
calculating  operating  expenses  upon  an  application  for  emergency 
relief,  one  half  of  that  sum  would  be  more  nearly  reasonable.  Re  In- 
dianapolis Water  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

59.  An  annual  salary  of  $2,500  paid  to  a  comptroller  is  imwar- 
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ranted,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  he  renders  the  company  any 
service.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

60.  An  allowance  should  be  made  in  the  operating  expenses  of  a 
utility  for  the  salary  of  a  manager  and  superintendent,  whether  such 
service  be  rendered  by  the  owner  of  the  property  himself  or  by  some 
other  person.  Rose  v.  Mercersburg,  L.  &  M.  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  714. 

61.  The  further  reduction  of  the  salaries  of  general  oflScers  of  a 
street  railway  company,  which  have  been  reduced  from  $13,000  to 
$5,000,  while  not  a  controlling  element  in  the  fixing  of  farep,  would 
indicate  a  deeper  sincerity  on  the  part  of  a  company  asking  its  patrons 
to  pay  an  increase  of  60  per  cent  in  franchise  rates  to  meet  an  asserted 
life  or  death  emergency.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

d.  Taxes. 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  taxes  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  873. 

62.  A  trolley  company  should  be  relieved  of  franchise  tax  payments 
and  the  obligation  to  pay  for  pavements,  which  are  in  eflfect  an  indirect 
tax  upon  the  car  rider.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Rhode  Island 
Co.    (R.  I.)   P.U.R.1919F,  723. 

63.  The  taxes  on  a  park  operated  in  connection  with  a  railway 
should  not  be  included  in  the  operating  expenses  of  the  railway  in  de- 
termining the  reasonableness  of  railway  rates.  Re  West  Virginia  Trac- 
tion &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  95. 

2.  Income,  bond  interest,  and  other  war  taxes. 

Annotation  on  Federal  income  tax  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.K. 
lOlDF,  p.  181. 

64.  The  Federal  income  tax  is  not  a  part  of  the  operating  expenses 
of  public  utilities.  Re  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.19iyD,  809; 
Re  Quincy  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  390;  Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798;  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919A.  448;  Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  209;  Spring- 
field City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield,  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  853;  Re  Iro- 
quois Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

65.  That  part  of  the  Federal  income  tax  which  is  levied  purely  as  a 
war  measure  is  not  a  proper  charge  to  the  operating  expenses  of  a  pub- 
lic utility.    Re  Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  486. 

66.  Expenditiures  for  income  and  bond  coupon  taxes  are  not  charge- 
able to  operation.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

67.  Federal  income  and  other  war  taxes  are  not  a  part  of  the 
operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E. 
Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919D,  924. 

68.  Hie  excess  profit  tax,  the  income  tax,  and  the  Federal  capital 
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8todc  tax,  in  excess  of  pre-war  rates,  are  not  proper  charges  to  the 
operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility/  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &.  E.  Corp. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

69.  The  Federal  income  tax  and  the  Federal  tax  on  bond  interest 
should  not  be  included  in  the  operating  expenses  of  a  utility  in  calcu- 
lating its  return  for  rate  making.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  507. 

70.  The  Federal  tax  of  2  per  cent  on  bond  interest  payments  to 
holders  of  bonds  who  did  not  claim  exemptions  is  an  improper  charge 
to  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co. 

(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

e.  Damages,  injurieSf  and  insurance. 

1,  In  general, 

71.  The  need  for  funds  tor  injuries  and  damages,  in  addition  to  the 
requirements  based  upon  a  five-year  average,  is  not  a  sufficient  reason 
for  an  increase  in  rates.  Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

72.  An  allowance  of  no  more  than  $1,000  per  annum  should  be  made 
for  injuries  and  damages  in  the  electric  department  of  a  utility  in  a 
proceeding  for  emergency  rates,  where  the  balance  in  the  reserve  for 
that  purpose  has  increased  from  approximately  $10,200  to  $21,500 
during  a  seven-year  period.  Re  Wisconsin  Ttaction,  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

73.  In  estimating  operating  expenses  of  a  railway  company  for 
rate  making,  an  increase  should  not  be  allowed  for  the  item  of  injuries 
and  damages  on  the  assumption  of  increased  revenue  due  to  increased 
fares.    Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

j9.  Storms  and  floods. 

Damages  from  storm  as  not  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Depreoiation, 
29. 

Annotation  on  injuries  from  storms  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  131. 

74.  Extraordinary  maintenance  expenses  caused  by  injuries  from 
flood  and  earthquake  should  be  distributed  over  a  period  of  years 
intended  to  cover  the  period  of  their  probable  recurrence,  and,  in  the 
absence  of  data  available  to  indicate  when  such  injuries  may  be  ex- 
pected to  recur,  a  ten-year  period  should  be  taken.  Re  Citizens  Water 
Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  523. 

75.  In  arriving  at  operating  expenses  for  rate-making  purposes, 
the  company's  estimate  of  tlood-daraage  expense  was  deducted,  where 
its  former  earnings  had  been  sufficient  to  absorb  this  item.  Re  San 
Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  924. 

76.  The  cost  of  renewals  and  expenditures  occasioned  by  sleet 
storm  damage  to  a  telephone  plant  should  be  <!harged  to  depreciation, 
and  not  to  maintenance,  and  therefore  cannot  be  considered  aa  part 
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of  the  operating  expenses  for  rate  making.    Re  Home  Teleph.  CJo.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

8>  Expenses  of  insurance. 

77.  The  cost  of  liability  insurance  should  be  inc.luded  in  the  operat- 
ing expenses  of  a  public  utility  for  rate-making  purposes.  Re  Home 
Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

78.  An  amount  paid  for  injuries  and  damages  not  apparently  ex- 
cessive will  not  be  rejected  merely  because  it  was  not  paid  directly  on 
this  account,  but  was  contributed  to  an  association  upon  the  percentage 
basis  applied  to  the  gross  revenue,  with  the  agreement  that  the  associa- 
tion should  meet  the  injuries  and  damages.  Re  Quincy  R.  Co.  (IlL) 
P.U.R.1919E,  390. 

/.  Contingencies. 

79.  Rates  for  electricity  producing  an  excess  revenue  of  $886.94 
per  annum  were  authorized,  such  excess  sum  being  allowed  to  the 
utility  for  extraordinary  and  emergency  expenses  and  to  cover  any 
possible  omissions  in  the  calculation  of  operating  expenses.  Wiseman 
V.  Rupert  Electric  Co.   (Idaho)    P.U.R.1919A,  662. 

g.  Payments  to  holding  or  parent  company. 

Annotation  on  payments  to  parent  or  holding  company  as  an  operat- 
ing expense,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  131. 

80.  Services  rendered  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany to  a  subsidiary  company  are  as  from  one  department  to  another 
of  the  same  utility,  and  should  be  based  upon  the  cost  rather  than 
upon  value,  or  upon  the  gross  revenues  of  the  subsidiary  company. 
Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  346. 

81.  The  4i  per  cent  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  li- 
cense contract,  by  which  an  operating  company  receives  certain  privi- 
leges and  service,  including  telephone  instruments  and  supplies,  the 
right  to  use  patented  appliances,  consulting  engineer  and  general  ac- 
counting services,  financial  assistance,  and  general  administrative  serv- 
ice and  advice,  is  a  reasonable  charge  against  the  operating  exponses 
of  the  latter  company.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

h.  Cost  of  purchased  commodity, 

82.  It  IS  proper  to  treat  a  water  producing  company  as  a  separate 
entity,  and  not  include  the  value  of  the  investment  therein  as  a  part 
of  the  capital  investment  of  the  distributing  company  in  a  rate-making 
proceeding,  but  to  allow  the  distributing  company,  as  an  operating 
charge,  the  expense  of  purchasing  the  water,  although  the  companies 
have  a  common  ownership,  where  it  appears  that  the  price  the  pro- 
ducing company  is  receiving  for  the  water  sold  furnishes  an  amnle 
return  upon  the  investment,  and  that  it  is  located  in  another  state 
and  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  such  state  and  may  be  required  to 
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furnish  water  to  other  coinmiuiities  or  utilities.    Bluefield  v.  Bluefield 
Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919A,  790. 

83.  A  traction  company  purchasing  its  power  from  an  electric  com- 
pany, all  of  the  stock  of  which  except  shares  necessary  to  qualify  direc- 
tors is  owned  by  the  railway  company,  should  pay  a  proper  and  rea- 
sonable charge  for  such  power,  where  the  stock  of  the  electric  company 
is  not  treated  as  an  asset  nor  as  an  item  of  property  used  or  useful 
in  the  transportation  business  of  the  company,  and  the  dividends  re- 
ceived by  it  from  the  ownership  of  this  stock  are  not  included  in  its 
•ncome.     Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  493. 

i.  Rental  of  property, 

84.  In  considering  the  operating  expenses  of  a  street  railway  com- 
pany, rentals  paid  for  tracks  should  be  excluded,  where  the  value  of 
the  tracks  was  included  in  the  valuation  of  the  property  upon  which 
a  return  was  given.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  y.  Milwaukee 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  6(H. 

85.  The  amount  of  rentals  paid  by  one  utility  for  tJie  use  of  the 
property  of  another  is  immaterial  to  the  public,  where  the  return 
authorised  is  based  only  on  the  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  public 
use,  and  the  rentals  so  paid  are  not  treated  as  an  operating  expense, 
but  as  a  fixed  expense  chargeable  against  the  return  of  the  utility.  Be 
Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.   (liid.)   P.UJ1.1919A,  278. 

j.  Expense  of  stand-hy  plant, 

86.  The  expense  of  operating  a  stream  generating  plant  of  an  el^tric 
company  should  be  included  in  the  operating  expenses  of  the  utility 
which  purchased  its  current,  and  th«-.  steam  plant  is  operated  only  when 
which  purchased  its  current,  and  the  steam  plant  is  operated  only  when 
19I9E,  390. 

Ic.  Cost  of  tear  conditions, 

87.  A  street  railway  company  has  no  mysterious  sources  of  revenue 
by  which  it  may  free  itself  from  the  tide  of  rising  prices,  and  continue 
to  furnish  transportation  at  its  former  rates.  Re  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R. 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  268. 

88.  In  determining  normal  expenses  of  operation  imder  conditions 
which  will  exist  during  reconstruction  period  the  country  is  enter- 
ing upon,  the  Wisconsin  Coniraission  takes  cognizance  of  all  factors 
which  will  influence  operation  either  favorably  or  adversely.  Re  Wis- 
consin Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

89.  The  burdens  resulting  from  the  high  cost,  poor  quality,  and  large 
stock  of  coal  laid  in  by  a  gas  company,  when  the  fuel*  situation  was 
critical,  and  the  duration  of  the  war  uncertain,  must  be  borne  by 
the  consumers  until  the  company  has  recovered  from  their  effects.  Re 
Plymouth  Gaslight.  Co.   (Mass.) 'p.U.R.1919C,  486. 

90.  Consumers  must  hear  the  entire  increase  in  the  cost  of  gas  due 
to  the  purchase  at  high  prices  during  an  emergency  of  a  quantity  of 
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coal   of  poor  quality  sufficient  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  failure  of 
service.    Re  Milford  Gaslight  Ck>.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  4. 

*  91.  The  Massachusetts  Board  of  Qas  and  Electric  Light  Comipission- 
ers  refused  to  require  a  gas  company  to  make  an  immediate  reduction 
in  its  rates  necessary  to  meet  it*!  increased  operating  expenses,  al- 
though such  expenses  were  abnormal  and  not  accounted  for  solely  by 
the  increased  cost  of  labor  and  material,  where  the  company  had  been 
efficiently  managed;  had,  prior  to  the  war,  voluntarily  sold  its  gas  at 
a  price  lower  than  that  given  by  any  company  but  one  in  the  state; 
and  the  abnormal  costs  were  due  in  part  to  the  work  of  enlarging  its 
plant,  which  had  not  been  completed  when  the  war  introduced  delays 
in  construction,  and  difficulties  in  operation  which  could  not  have  been 
anticipated.  Worcester  v.  Worcester  Gaslight  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1019B,  563. 

I.  Bad  accounts* 

V2.  UncoUectable  accounts  amounting  to  10  per  cent  of  the  revenue 
of  a  heating  utility  is  excessive,  indicating  a  chaotic  oondition  in  its 
business.    Re  Logansport  Heat  ft  Power  Go.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1910F,  659. 

93.  UncoUectable  operating  revenue  should  be  deducted  from  net 
operating  revenue,  and  not  included  in  operating  expense.  Re  Oregon 
Power  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919F,  620. 

94.  In  estimating  operating  expenses  for  a  future  period,  deduc< 
tions  were  made  for  the  amount  representing  uncollected  bills  for  city 
services.    Re  New  Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  984. 

95.  No  allowance  was  made  in  an  emergency  rate  case  for  operat- 
ing expense  covering  uncollectable  accounts  and  promotion  of  business, 
where  reserves  for  those  purposes  had  been  acciunulated,  sufficient  to 
carry  the  actual  charges  therefor,  for  ten  and  three  and  one-half  years 
respectively.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

m.  lPr€*motion  of  business, 

96.  Expenditures  for  the  promotion  of  business  should  not  be  al- 
lowed in  the  operation  expenses  of  a  public  utility  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  conditions  calling  for  emergency  relief.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

n.  Costs  due  to  inefficiency, 
1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  damages  from  improper  operation  of  plant  as  an 
operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  130. 

97.  The  amount  which  a  utility  can  save  by  the  proper  use  of  a  by- 
product should  be  deducted  from  its  operating  expenses  for  the  purpose 
of  rate  making.     Re  Ukiah  Gas  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  922. 

98.  In  fixing  rates  for  a  water  utility,  excessive  coal  consumption 
due  to  inefficient  operation  should  not  be  recognized.  Re  New  Albany 
Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  984. 
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99.  A  coal  consumption  of  from  11.16  to  11.5  pounds  per  1,000 
gallons  of  water  pumped,  as  compared  with  a  weighted  average  coal 
consumption  of  4.7668  pounds  for  all  water  utilities  of  the  same  class 
and  a  consumption  of  7.12  and  7.56  pounds  for  water  utilities  in 
near-by  cities,  was  found  to  indicate  inefficient  operation.  He  New 
Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.UJR.1919C,  984. 

100.  A  gas  company  should  not  be  granted  a  full  return  based  upon 
estimated  (4>erating  expenses,  which  are  in  turn  based  upon  an  un^ 
usual  and  unnecessary  use  of  oil,  and  a  reduced  use  of  natural  gas.  Re 
Lo«  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

2.  Leakage  of  gas. 

Annotation  on  leakage  of  gas  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  132. 

101.  In  estimating  the  operating  expenses  of  a  gas  company,  12  per 
cent  was  allowed  for  unaccounted  gas.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  £.  Corp. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

102.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  refused  a  further  increase  in  gas 
rates  until  the  company  demonstrates  its  willingness  to  put  its  dis- 
tribution system  in  proper  shape  to  prevent  excessive  leaki^e.  Re 
Atlantic  City  Suburban  Gas  A  Fuel  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1000. 

103.  A  gas  leakage  in  the  distribution  system  to  the  extent  of  15.7 
per  cent  of  the  product  made  is  excessive;  but  a  maximum  leakage 
of  10 '  per  cent  is  not  unreasonable  and  can  be  maintained  without 
involving  too  heavy  a  financial  burden  on  the  company.  Re  Madison 
County  Light  &  P.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  124. 

o.  Expenses  caused  by  competition. 

104.  Unnecessary   expenses  due  to  the  methods  and  practices  em- 
ployed   by    competing    companies    to    secure    business    should    not   be . 
allowed  on  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates.    Re  Los  Angeles  Gas 
&  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  140. 

p.  Contributions  to  charities, 

105.  Donations  to  charitable  organizations  are  not  a  proper  charge 
to  the  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

106.  Contributions  to  war  charities  cannot  be  considered  as  part  of 
the  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utilities  in  the  determination  of 
reasonable  rates.     Re  Public  Service  Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D,  809. 

q.  Replacements  and  maintenance, 

1,  In  general, 

107.  Charges  for  replacements  should  be  eliminated  from  the  esti- 
mate of  normal  maintenance  allowances.  Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric 
Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  751. 

108.  It  is  improper  to  include  the  oost  of  replacements  in  operating 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 25. 
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expenses  where  a  provision  is  made  therefor  in  an  annual  depreciation 
allowance.    Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Ck).  (Ill)  P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

109.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  rates  for  a  street  railway  company,  the 
Wisconsin  Commission,  in  fixing  an  allowance  for  the  expense  of  main- 
tenance of  way  and  structures,  took  the  unit  cost  per  revenue  car  mile 
for  the  calendar  year  of  1916  as  t3ie  basis,  expanding  the  expenses  for 
that  year  to  the  extent  that  they  would  have  been  expended  if  the 
present  price  levels  had  been  in  effect  during  that  year.  Milwaukee  Elec-- 
trie  R.  &  Light  Co.  ▼.  Milwaukee   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

110.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  rates  for  a  street  railway  company,  the 
Wisconsin  Commission,  in  estimating  the  amount  necessary  for  equip- 
ment expense,  took  the  average  cost  for  maintenance  of  equipment 
for  the  nine-year  period  ending  June  30,  1917,  expanding  this  figure 
to  correspond  with  the  increase  in  prices  since  1916.  Milwaukee  Electric 
R.  &  Light  Co.  V.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

111.  In  a  proceeding  to  fix  rates  for  a  street  railway  company,  the 
Wisconsin  Commission  determined  that  the  1916  cost  of  maintenanco 
of  way  and  structures  should  be  expanded  by  47.97  per  cent  and  the 
1916  cost  of  maintenance  of  equipment  should  be  expanded  by  58.70 
per  cent  to  provide  f(N*  the  increases  in  the  cost  of  labor  and  material. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
504. 

112.  The  expenses  of  reconstruction  of  a  street  railway  company 
for  a  year,  which  was  more  than  three  times  that  of  the  previous 
year  and  an  adjusted  period  of  five  months  of  the  following  year, 
cannot  be  used  for  determining  street  car  fares  without  making  some 
adjustments.     Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)   P.U.Ra919D,  24. 

113.  The  erroneous  practice  of  charging  certain  plant  expenditures 
as  replacements  does  not  necessarily  affect  the  operating  expenses 
charged,  if  the  annual  allowance  for  depreciation  is  not  exorbitant.  Re 
United  R,  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  264. 

114.  The  cost  for  the  maintenance  of  steam  boilers  and  anxiliaries, 
amounting  to  more  than  $5  per  boiler  horse  power  per  annum,  is  abnor- 
mally high.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJL 
1919B,  318. 

2.  Deferred  maintenance, 

115.  The  urgent  need  for  repairs  to  the  track  and  roadway  of  a  street 
railway,  due  to  deferred  maintenance  amounting  to  an  impairment  of 
capital,  'should  not  be  considered  as  a  reason  for  an  increase  in  rates. 
Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

116.  In  estimating  future  operating  expenses  for  rate  making,  an 
increased  allowance  must  be  made  for  maintenance  deferred  during  the 
war  period,  on  account  of  the  high  cost  of  materials  and  supplies.  Re 
Northern  Indiana  Gas  A  E.  Co.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  507. 

117.  In  estimating  operating  expenses  for  rate  making  nothing  should 
be  included  for  the  purpose  of  absorbing  maintenance  charges  of  previous 
years.  Re  West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Vcu)  P.U.R,1919E, 
95. 
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r.  Charges  to  depredtUidn, 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  depreciation  as  operating  expense  or 
part  of  return,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  167. 

118.  The  owners  of  a  utility  are  entitled  to  compensation  for  the 
natural  depreciation  of  their  plant  while  it  has  been  devoted  to  the 
public  use  without  an  adequate  return.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

119.  In  adjusting  the  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility  in  a  rate 
proceeding,  charges  for  depreciation  are  unnecessary  to  the  extent  that 
the  coait  of  renewals  have  been  charged  to  operating  expenses.  Re  New 
York  Transfer  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  690. 

120.  The  Illinois  Commission  fixed  the  normal  allovTance  for  annual 
depreciation  as  the  amount  to  allow  annually  for  the  amortization  over 
a  period  of  ten  years  of  the  value  of  a  steam  generating  plant  of  an  elec- 
tric utility  rendered  obsolete  by  'the  construction  of  a  trfinsmission 
hne  from  a  hydroelectric  plant,  where,  the  steam  plant  was  in  a  relative- 
ly low  percentage  of  condition.  Re  Quincy  R.  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919E, 
390. 

«.  Street  paving. 

121.  The  full  amount  expended  by  a  railway  company  for  paving 
should  not  be  allowed  as  an  operating  expense  where  it  appears  that 
part  was  for  new  paving,  since  this  is  a  proper  charge  to  the  capital 
account.    Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

t.  Interest* 

122.  Interest  is  not  a  part  of  the  operating  cost,  but  belongs  to  re- 
turn on  capital  invested.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
752. 

123.  The  Indiana  Commission,  in  fixing  an  emergency  rate  for  a 
utility,  will  not  proceed  upon  the  theory  that  fixed  charges  of  securities 
issued  and  outstanding  constitute  legal  and  binding  obligations  which 
the  state  must  recognize.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

u.  Amortization  of  natural  gas  property, 

124.  The  amortization  charge  against  the  consumers  of  a  natural 
gas  company  should  not  be  confined  to  the  period  following  a  valuation 
in  a  rate  proceeding,  but  should  be  spread  over  the  entire  life  of  tlie 
company,  both  past  and  future;  nor  is  it  fair  to  assume  a  theoretical 
death,  and  that  when  it  occurs  the  company's  pipe  system  must  be 
scrapped.     Re  Irofluois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

i).  Unit  costs  of  Keating  plant. 

125.  In  estimating  operating  expenses  of  a  hot  water  heating  utility, 
for  a  future  period,  a  unit  cost  of  $.037  per  square  foot  of  radiation  for 
distribution,  commercial,  general,  and  undistributed  expenses  was  found 
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excessive  and  reduced.    Re  Merchants  Heat  A  Light  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  558. 

126.  In  estimating  the  requirements  of  a  hot  water  and  steam  heating 
utility,  a  coal  consumption  of  80-85  pounds  per  square  foot  of  radia- 
tion for  hot  water,  and  120  pounds  per  square  foot  of  radiation  for 
steam,  was  taken  as  a  basis  and  regarded  as  reasonably  efficient.  Re 
Logansport  Heat  &  Power  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  659. 

127.  An  operating  cost  of  23  cents  per  square  foot  of  radiation,  with 
no  allowance  for  depreciation,  was  found  not  unreasonable  for  hot 
water  heating  service.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  567. 

IX.  Reasonableness  of  return. 

a.  In  general. 

Denial  of  adequate  return,  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  11-15. 

Right  of  utility  to  earn  from  consumers  return  sufficient  to  care  for  re- 
placements, see  Depbeciation,  2. 

Rates  to  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  depreciation,  see  Depbeciation, 
13-15. 

Fair  return  as  factor  to  be  considered  by  Commission  in  fixing  rates, 
see  Rates,  34.. 

Fair  return  to  be  given  natural  gas  company,  see  Rates,  290. 

Abandonment  of  service  because  of  inability  to  pay  reasonable  return, 
see  Sebvice,  93-107. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.  1919B,  521. 

Discussion  of  right  of  utility  to  earn  fair  return,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  45. 

Discussion  of  what  constitutes  fair  return,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  237. 

Statement  of  rule  that  carrier  is  entitled  to  fair  remuneration  on 
all  of  its  investments  and  property,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  643. 

Discussion  of  the  necessity  of  a  utility  to  provide  for  surplus  to 
carry  it  over  unprofitable  period,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  88. 

Discussion  of  underlying  principles  relating  to  the  reasonableness 
of  return  of  public  utilities,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  515. 

Statement  that  a  return  of  7  per  cent  or  less  cannot  be  considered 
an  unduly  large  return,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  299. 

128.  The  fact  that  a  city  is  reselling  to  its  inhabitants  electricity 
purchased  from  an  electric  company  is  not  a  sufficient  reason  why  the 
citizens  of  that  city  should  not  bear  their  fair  proportion  of  the  in- 
creased costs  of  production  incurred  by  such  company.  Re  Southern 
Sierras  Power  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  942. 

12&.  A  public  utility  should  not  be  restrained  under  abnormally  high 
operating  costs,  from  applying  rates  that  are  earning  a  lower  net  revenue 
than  are  obtained  under  prior  tariffs  presumed  to  be  reasonable.  Allen 
V.  Boyertown  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919C,  436. 

130.  No  reason  exists  in  equity  for  revising  an  order  of  a  Public 
Service  Commission  fixing  rates  lower  than  those  proposed  by  the  re- 
ceiver of  a  street  railway   company   which   are  not  themselves  corn- 
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p^satory,  unless  it  is  clear  that  the  Commission  rate  is  reasonably 
certain  to  produce  less  return  than  would  those  proposed  by  the  receiver. 
Donham  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  880  (S.  C. 
232  Mass.  309,  122  N.  £.  397). 

131.  If,  owing  to  changed  oonditions,  the  net  earnings  of  the  com- 
pany, properly  managed,  are  not  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  its 
property,  the  rates  should  be  increased  without  imposing  impossible 
or  unnecessary  conditions.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  927   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

132.  Uncertainty  as  to  future  costs  of  labor  and  materials  does  not 
'justify  a  final  determination  in  a  rate  proceeding  or  the  adoption  of 
any  permanent  measure  of  relief,  the  proper  procedure  being  to  grant 
temporary  relief  where  necessary,  awaiting  the  settlement  of  labor 
and  material  conditions.  Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  342. 

133.  An  irrigation  company  which  by  the  construction  of  a  reservoir 
increases  the  supply  of  water  in  the  summer  and  thereby  greatly  in- 
creases the  value  of  the  land  irrigated,  but  reduces  the  amount  of 
water  used  in  the  season,  since  thf^.  necessity  of  irrigating  early  in  the 
season  when  the  natural  flow  of  water  was  abundant  was  eliminated, 
is  entitled  to  a  rate  sutBcient  to  enable  it  to  continue  its  operations.  Re 
San  Benito  County  Land  &  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.ID19F,  401. 

134.  A  street  railway  company  running  its  lines  at  a  loss  must  be 
permitted  to  increase  its  fares  if  it  is  to  continue  its  operations.  Re 
Boise  R.  Co.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1919B.  958. 

135.  A  street  railway  company  not  making  operating  expenses  is 
clearly  entitled  to  charge  an  increased  rate  of  fare.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R. 
Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  171. 

136.  The  fact  that  a  utility  company  may  be  charging  a  large  con- 
sumer too  little  for  the  service  is  immaterial  on  tlie  issue  whether  exist- 
ing rates  are  too  high,  if  such  practice  does  not  result  in  charging 
other  consumers  more  than  their  just  share  of  a  full  return  on  the 
plant.    Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977. 

.  137.  The  revenues  and  expenses  of  a  park  operated  in  connection 
with  a  railway  should  not  be  included  in  the  revenues  and  expenses  of 
the  railway  in  determining  the  reasonableness  of  railway  rates.  Re  West 
Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.191PE,  95. 

338.  The  fact  that  the  Wisconsin  Commission  had  indicated  in  many 
cases  that  a  return  of  7i  per  cent  was  not  an  unreasonable  return  does 
not  necessarily  mean  that  an  earning  of  that  amount  shall  be  pro- 
vided for  by  the  Commission  at  all  times,  and  under  all  conditions, 
for  all  utilities;  and  a  failure  to  earn  7^  per  cent  is  not  in  itself  a 
proof  that  rates  may  be  advanced.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  k  Light  Co. 
V.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

b.  Amount  utility  entitled  to  earn. 

Annotation  on  return  to  which  utility  is  entitled,  P.U.R.1919C,  p. 
870. 

139.  The  continued  operation  of  a  utility  can  be  assured  only  by 
rates  sufficient  to  meet  increased  cost  of  manufacture  and  accruing 
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depreciation,  and  to  provide  if  possible,  a  fair  return.    Re  Oregon  Power 
Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919F,  620. 

140.  Aside  from  the  necessity  of  paying  fixed  charges,  a  street  rail- 
way company,  in  order  to  prevent  bankruptcy  and  foreclosure,  is 
entitled  to  earn  at  least  the  interest  upon  its  indebtedness  as  a  return 
on  vested  capital.    Re  New  York  State  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  755. 

141.  A  railway  company  is  entitled  annually  to  sufficient  operating 
revenue  so  far  as  the  same  can  be  secured  through  the  application  of 
reasonable  rates  to  pay:  (1)  Operating 'expenses,  including  a  reason- 
able  allowance  to  oflfset  the  wearing  out  of  the  property  due  to  a 
year's  use  of  the  property  in  its  present  conditi<m;  (2)  taxes;  (3) 
a  fair  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  for 
the  public  service.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Rhode  Island  Co.  (R. 
I.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  723. 

142.  In  authorizing  a  new  schedule  of  street  railway  rates  pending 
a  valuation  of  the  company's  property,  the  Missouri  Commission  fixed 
charges  estimated  to  pay  increased  wages,  back  pay  amortized  over  a 
two-year  period,  increased  power  costs,  other  proper  operating  expenses, 
and  a  return  of  6  per  cent  upon  the  assumed  value  of  the  property 
for  the  entire  system,  including  the  property  of  an  interurban  rail- 
way company  operated  as  part  of  the  city  system.  Ro  United  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  264. 

143.  A  reasonable  rate  is  one  which  yields  a  fair  return  on  the 
value  of  the  property  necessarily  employed  over  and  above  expenses 
and  depreciation,  and  a  return  of  7i  per  cent  is  reasonable  within  this 
rule.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  223  (S.  C.  —  Wis.  ~,  172  N.  W.  746). 

o.  Averiige  return  for  period  qf  years, 

144.  In  determining  whether  a  utility  is  receiving  a  fair  return  from 
its  rates,  a  reasonably  long  period  must  be  taken  rather  than  the  result 
of  operation  for  a  single  year.  Re  Ea^t  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Oo. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  916. 

145.  The  mere  fact  that  a  utility  fails  to  receive  a  return  held  reason- 
able by  a  Commission,  the  first  year  after  the  making  of  the  order, 
does  not  entitle  the  company  to  relief  in  an  original  as  distinguished 
from  an  emergency  rate  case,  especially  where  the  Commission  order 
provides  that  the  rate  found  reasonable  is  to  be  an  average  rate  over 
a  period  of  years.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 
.  146.  A  statute  empowering  the  Commission  to  fix  maximum  rates 
"with  due  regard,  among  other  things,  to  a  reasonable  average  return 
upon  capital  actually  expended,''  should  be  construed  to  mean  an 
average  return  for  a  series  of  years.  Re  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  &  P.' 
Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  710. 

d.  Company  operating  without  franchise, 

147.  A  street  railway  company  is  entitled  to  a  fair  return,  so  long 
as  it  is  permitted  to  oocupy  the  streets  of  a  city  in  rendering  public 
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service,  notwithstanding  its  franchises  have  expired.     Doherty  &  Co. 
V.  Toledo  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1919C,  230  (S.  C.  254  Fed.  597). 

e.  Necessity  of  evidence, 

148.  Under  a  statute  authorizing  a  utility  company  to  increase  its 
rates,  and  making  it  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  approve  the  in- 
crease, upon  being  satisfied  that  the  same  is  just  and  reasonable,  a 
petition  by  a  company  for  an  increase  of  rates  can  be  granted  even 
without  evidence  or  hearing.  O'Brien  v.  Board  of  Public  Utility  Comrs. 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  866  (S.  C.  ~  N.  J.  L.  — ,  106  Atl.  132). ' 

149.  A  public  utility,  in  order  to  justify  an  increase  in  its  minimum 
charge,  should  not  only  show  that  it  actually  costs  that  much  more  to 
be  in  a  position  to  serve  its  customers,  but  also  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  the  increase  in  order  to  pay  its  operating  expenses  and  yield 
a  fair  return  on  its  investment.  Lansford  v.  Panther  Valley  Electric 
Co.   (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919E,  981. 

/.  Factors  to  be  considered  in  determining* 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  factors  to  be  considered  in  determining  reasonable- 
ness of  return,  P.UJt.l919F,  pp.   134-143. 

150.  The  California  Commission  in  fixing  reasonable  rates  will  con- 
sider loss  of  government  and  resulting  business  due  to  the  cessation 
of  war,  and  also  the  fact  that  operating  expenses  will  be  likewise 
limited.    Re  San  EWego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  924. 

151.  A  wage  increase  conditioned  upon  the  future  action  of  a  Com- 
mission is  against  public  policy,  and  will  not  therefore  be  considered 
by  the  Illinois  Commission  as  a  proper  basis  for  relief  by  way  of 
increase  in  utility  rates.    Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

162.  A  cumulative  section  of  a  franchise  requiring  that  deficits  in 
earnings  shall  be  paid  from  future  earnings  does  not  apply  to  deficits 
in  interest  on  mortgages,  so  as  to  make  a  rate  increase  in  abnormal 
times  to  meet  such  deficits  unnecessary,  although  every  mortgage  is 
«xpressly  made  subject  to  the  conditions  of  the  franchise.  Kansas  City 
v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  422  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
210  S.  W.  381). 

153.  An  advertisement  published  in  a  local  paper  hy  a  utility  for 
the  purpose  of  disposing  of  preferred  stock  is  not  material  as  showing 
that  the  rate  of  fare  under  which  the  utility  was  operating  was 
reasonable,  particularly  where  the  utility  had  other  sources  of  income 
than  the  fares  in  question.  New  Castle  v.  Mahoning  &  S.  R.  &  Light  Co. 
(Pa.)   P.UJ1.1919D,  788. 

j9.  Value  and  cost  of  the  service. 

Annotation  on  value  of  service  aa  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  530;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  875;  P.U  R.1919F,  p.  135. 

Discussion  of  possible  decrease  in  revenue  from  increase  in  street 
railway  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  7. 
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Statement  that  owner  of  plant  need  not  frequently  coneign  it  to 
the  scrap  heap  in  order  to  keep  up  with  latest  improvements,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  477. 

Discussion  as  to  value  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,   P.U.R.1919D,  p.  224. 

Statement  of  rule  that  public  should  not  be  required  to  pay  more 
than  the  service  is  reasonably  worth  and  that  the  cost  of  rendering  serv- 
ice is  merely  one  of  the  evidences  of  the  fair  worth  of  the  same,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  98. 

154.  Rates  already  high  cannot  in  fairness  to  consumers  be  in- 
creased sufficiently  to  produce  a  full  return  on  the  investment.  Re  San 
Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  924. 

155.  Increases  in  rates,  in  order  not  to  defeat  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding needed  revenue,  must  not  exceed  the  value  of  the  service.  Re 
Oregon  Power  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919F,  620. 

156.  Street  railway  fares  cannot  be  advanced  beyond  a  certain  point 
without  disastrous  results  to  the  company.  Re  Ithaca  Traction  Corp. 
(X.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  616. 

157.  A  Commission  must  avoid  approving  rates  higher  than  "the 
traffic  will  bear''  notwithstanding  that  the  usual  basis  of  rates  is  rea- 
sonable cost  of  service  including  a  fair  return  on  investment.  Re  Xew 
York  Transfer  Co.   (N.  Y.»    P.U.R,1919B,  590. 

158.  Rates  for  public  utility  service  may  be  so  high  as  to  result  in 
decreased  revenues  to  such  extent  as  to  prohibit  earrying  on  the  busi- 
ness; and  the  question  whether  the  proper  level  in  the  rates  authorised 
have  been  reached  or  not  greatly  depends  upon  the  character  of  the 
community  served,  the  ability  of  the  consumers  to  pay,  and  the  char- 
acter of  the  service  rendered.  Re  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  910. 

159.  A  rate  for  public  utility  eervice  must  not  exceed  the  value  of 
the  service  rendered,  regardless  of  losses  which  are  to  be  suffered  by 
a  utility,  which  may  inadvisedly  have  installed  a  phmt  under  and 
amidst  adverse  conditions.    Buck  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  458. 

160.  Tlii  Oregon  Commission  increased  the  rates  of  an  interurban 
railway  so  as  to  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  meet  the  increased  costs 
of  labor  and  materials  due  to  the  war,  where  rates  sufficient  to  pro- 
duce a  return  of  6  per  cent  on  the  investment  would  lay  an  undue 
burden  on  the  patrons  of  the  utility.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  k  P.  Co. 
(Or.)   P.U.R.1919A,  513. 

161.  A  steam-heating  company  in  need  of  revenue  to  prevent  loss 
should  forego  part  of  the  amount  which  would  be  considered  a  fair 
return  on  its  investment,  where  resulting  rates  would  probably  cause 
some  of  its  customers  to  operate  their  own  heating  systems,  thereby 
increasing  the  company's  losses.  Re  Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  973. 

162.  The  right  of  a  public  utility  to  a  fair  return  upon  the  fair 
present  value  of  its  property  devoted  to  the  service  is  subject  to  the 
qualification  that  no  more  shall  be  exacted  from  the  public  than  the 
services  are  reasonably  worth.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield 
(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  853. 
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163.  The  right  to  a  reaaonable  return  on  the  value  of  the  property  used 
in  the  public  service  is  only  the  right  to  earn  the  same,  and  is  therefore 
not  a  guaranty  in  a  case  in  which  the  cost  of  the  system  is  greater 
than  the  public  demand  requires;  and  the  problem  in  cases  in  which  a 
deficiency  in  street  railway  revenue  must  be  met  is  to  find  and  fix 
rates  that  will  permit  the  most  people  to  ride^  and  still  be  high  enough 
to  cover  costs.   Fishkill  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1. 

164.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  held  that  the  fare  of  a  traction 
company  should  not  be  over  7  cents  per  zone,  although  such  fare  would 
not  yield  the  return  of  8  per  cent,  which  was  asked  for  by  the  utility, 
and  which  the  Commission  said  it  was  not  prepared  to  hold  unrea- 
sonable.    Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.   (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919F,  493. 

8.  necessity  of  attracting  capital. 

Annotation  on  attraction  of  capital  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
fixing  return.  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  531;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  135. 

165.  The  fundamental  inquiry  in  fixing  rates  of  a  public  service 
utility  always  is:  What  rate  is  necessary  in  order  to  yield  a  reason- 
able average  return  on  a  fair  valuation  of  the  property  for  rate-making 
purposes? — such  a  return  as  will  not  discourage,  but  will  attract,  the 
investment  of  capital  in  the  utility.  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v. 
Nebraska  State  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  307  (8.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  173 
N.  W.  690). 

4,  Maintenance  of  {credit. 

Annotation  on  maintenance  of  credit  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  531;  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  136. 

166.  The  Maryland  Commission,  although  mindful  of  the  desirability 
of  upholding  the  credit  of  all  public  utilities,  will  not  bolster  up 
credit  by  orders  establishing  rates  which  are  not  justified  by  the  fair 
worth  of  the  service  rendered.  Re  United  R.  k  Electric  Co.  (Md.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  74. 

5.  Risks  of  Jmsiness, 

167.  Among  the  factors  to  be  considered  in  determining  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  return  of  a  public  utility  are  the  .risk  of  the  business, 
the  locality  where  the  business  is  constructed,  and  the  rate  expected  and 
actually  realized  there  upon  investments  of  a  somewhat  similar  nature 
with  regard  to  the  risk  attending  them.  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

168.  In  determining  the  fair  rate  of  return  upon  the  properties  of 
street  railway  companies,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  fact  that 
the  investment  is  safeguarded  by  statutes  and  ordinances,  making  it 
necessary  for  any  other  company  obtaining  franchiHCs  from  the  cit;y 
at  the  expiration  of  the  existing  franchises  to  take  over  the  property 
at  a  fixed  valuation.    Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  573. 
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6,  Coat  of  money  f  rate  of  interest. 

Annotation  on  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
return,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  876. 

Annotation  on  legal  rate  of  interest  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  138. 

169.  It  may  be  equitable  to  allow  a  utility  a  higher  rate  of  return 
during  abnormal  war  conditions  than  would  be  considered  reasonable 
in  normal  times,  since  the  cost  of  money  should  be  given  some' consid- 
eration in  fixing  the  rate  of  interest  which  is  to  be  allowed  the  utility. 
Re  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  k  Light  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

170.  A  utility  was  held  entitled  to  earn  the  equivalent  of  the  legal 
rate  of  interest  upon  the  value  of  its  property,  notwithstanding  the 
contention  was  made  that  rates  yielding  such  a  return  would  exceed 
the  value  of  the  service  rendered.  Wayne  Title  &  Trust  Co.  ▼.  Wayne 
Sewerage  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  404. 

7.  Character  of  locality. 

171.  A  full  return  cannot  be  expected  where  a  large  portion  of  the 
territory  served  is  still  sparsely  built  up.  Re  Monmouth^  County  Water 
Co.  (N.  J.)  P.UJL1919E,  747, 

S*  Maintenance  of  efficiency* 

172.  A  street  railway  company  whose  margin  of  revenue  beyond  actual 
cost  of  operation  is  very  narrow  should  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rates 
so  as  to  produce  additional  income;  since  transportation  and  other 
public  utilities  are  vital  to  the  people,  especially  in  time  of  war,  and 
must  not  be  permitted  to  break  down.  Horseheads  Transp.  Protective 
Asso.  V.  Elmira  Water  Light  &  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  44. 

173.  It  is  better  to  allow  a  public  utility  company  to  charge  the  in- 
creased rates  necessary  to  enable  it  to  continue  to  operate,  although 
such  rates  are  high,  than  to  deny  it  the  needed  additional  revenue,  and 
let  many  who  would  still  remain  users  of  the  service  suffer.  Be  Oregon 
Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  9. 

P.  Efficiency  of  management. 

Annotation  on  efiiciency  of  management  as  factor  to  be  considered 
in  determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  632;  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  875;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  137. 

174.  The  Illinois  Commission  is  fully  in  accord  with  the  theory  that 
operation  of  an  electric  plant  in  an  efficient  and  able  manner  with  a 
view  to  securing  as  low  cost  of  production  as  possible  should  be  re- 
warded.   Re  Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  494. 

175.  Rates  of  return  should  not  be  uniform  for  all  companies,  but 
should  be  measured  in  each  case  by  the  efficiency  of  the  management 
and  the  character  of  the  service  rendered,  and  a  utility  which  has  been 
rendering  excellent  service  at  low  rates  is  entitled  to  reap  the  reward 
of  its  enterprise  by  being  permitted  to  earn  more  than  the  normal 
rate  of  return.    Re  Union  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  768. 
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176.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  water  rates  a  company 
was  held  entitled  to  a  return  of  at  least  7)  per  cent  on  the  ground  that 
the  management  of  the  company,  which  had  been  efficient,  should  be 
encouraged  by  fixing  rewards  commensurate  with  the  ability  dis- 
played.   Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

177.  Street  railway  fares  should  not  be  increased  to  provide  more 
revenue  where  a  large  number  of  passengers  ride  free,  because  of  neg- 
lect of  the  company  to  provide  modern  fare  collection  devices  by  which 
such  loss  can  be  prevented.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

10.  Character  of  service. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in 
determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  532;  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  876;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  137. 

178.  A  public  utility  is  not  entitled  to  rates  which  are  presumed  to 
be  fair  and  proper,  unless  it  renders  adequate  and  satisfactory  service. 
Mears  v.  Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  AP.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
922. 

179.  An  application  for  an  increase  in  rates  was  denied  where  the 
utility  had  failed  to  comply  with  a  Commission  order  to  improve  its 
service.     Re  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  806. 

180.  Rates  or  fares  are  provided  for  service,  and,  when  it  is  not  ren- 
dered, or  is  inadequate,  the  fare  charged  should  bear  a  relation  to  the 
measure  of  the  performance  of  their  duty.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  & 
Terminal  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

181.  The  adequacy  of  the  service  rendered  by  a  utility  is  a  factor  to 
be  considered  in  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  charged 
therefor.     Re  Pacific  Teleph.  A  Teleg.  Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  345. 

182.  A  public  utility  company  whose  customers  are  satisfied  with 
its  service  should  be  rewarded  by  a  higher  rate  of  return  than  that 
allowed  in  cases  where  the  quality  of  the  service  is  criticized  and  made 
the  subject  of  complaint.  Re  Mattoon  Clear  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  28. 

183.  When  a  public  utility  is  not  furnishing  a  product  which  com- 
plies with  the  standards  fixed  by  the  Illinois  Commission  therefor,  or 
does  not  provide  adequate  service,  only  such  rates  will  be  allowed  as 
will  be  commensurate  with  the  character  of  the  service.  Re  Madison 
County  Light  &  P.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919F,  124. 

184.  A  street  railway  company  entitled  to  an  increase  in  rates  on 
account  of  the  inadequacy  of  its  return,  although  failing  to  operate  its 
cars  on  schedule  time,  should  not  be  allowed  to  continue  to  charge  the 
increased  rates  if  it  does  not  improve  its  service.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R,1919F,  171. 

185.  The  Maryland  Commission,  in  granting  an  increase  in  street 
railway  rates,  limited  the  period  in  which  the  increased  rates  might 
be  charged  to  one  year,  upon  the  theory  that  the  company's  right  to 
a  continuance  of  such  increased  rates  should  be  dependent  upon  the 
character  of  the  service  rendered  after  the  receipt  of  such  increase.  Re 
United  R.  &  Electric  Co.    (Md.)    P.U.R.1919C,  74. 
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186.  Investors  in  the  securities  of  a  public  utility  who,  during  a  long 
period,  have  permitted  their  property  to  run  down  and'  their  franchise 
obligations  to  b^  unfulfilled,  cannot,  during  an  emergency,  lay  the  bur- 
den of  such  neglect  on  the  public.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal 
Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

187.  A  utility  that  had  been  furnishing  inadequate  and  unsatis- 
factory service  was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  needed 
revenues  by  reason  only  of  its  promise  and  effort  to  do  whatever  might 
be  necessary  to  render  reasonable  service.  Re  Jefferson  City  Idght,  H. 
&  P.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  710. 

188.  A  water  and  electric  company  was  refused  permission  to  in- 
crease rates  although  receiving  an  inadequate  return  from  existing 
charges,  where  it  appeared  that  the  plant  was  operated  in  an  inefficient 
manner,  and  that  the  rates  were  as  high  as  those  in  most  cities  of  the 
same  size  sls  that  in  which  the  petitioner's  plant  was  operated;  and 
the  company  was  required  to  make  needed  repairs  to  its  plant  and 
system  in  order  to  enable  it  to  render  adequate  service.  Osceola  v. 
Osceola  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919C,  112. 

189.  A  rate  which  is  reasonable  for  adequate  service  rendered  in  rec- 
ognition of  the  just  rights  of  consumers  may  be  regarded  aa  unrea- 
sonable when  the  service  is  rendered  in  a  spirit  of  discourtesy  and 
unfairness  towards  consumers.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Peoples 
Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

11.  Restriction  of  earnings  to  fair  return, 

190.  The  restriction  of  the  earnings  of  a  public  utility  to  a  fair 
return  on  capital  invested  has  precluded  the  accumulation  of  such 
a  surplus  as  would  enable  an  interurban  railway  to  meet  the  long 
continued  period  of  depression  preceding  the  war  and  the  extraordinary 
advance  in  cost  of  labor  and  materials  since.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  &  P. 
Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  513. 

12.  Past  and  future  earnings. 

191.  In  fixing  the  rates  at  any  particular  time,  former  earnings  and 
probable  prospective  earnings  should  always  be  considered,  with  a 
view  to  so  adjust  the  rates  as  to  prevent  extortion  and  allow  a  fair 
average  return.  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Nebraska  State  R.  Co. 
(Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  307   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  173  N.  W.  690). 

192.  In  determining  the  sufficiency  of  present  rates,  it  would  be 
proper  to  consider  the  dividends  that  had  been  declared  in  the  recent 
past  under  ordinary  conditions,  but  the  distribution  of  these  dividends 
among  the  stockholders  would  not  throw  any  light  upon  the  earning 
power  of  the  property.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.19190, 
927    (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

193.  The  fact  that  a  utility  hafl  earned  large  dividends  in  the  paat 
is  not  of  itself  sufficient  to  show  that  it  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase 
in  rates,  although  such  past  earnings  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  making  an  allowance  for  going  value  designed  to  meet  a  de- 
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flciency  in  earnings  during  the  early  development  period.     Re  Hinton 
Water,  Light  &  Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.IDIOD,  467. 

194.  In  determining  the  reasonable  average  return  of  a  carrier  from 
its  past  operations,  which  is  one  of  the  controlling  considerations  in 
fixing  its  rates  under  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
it  is  fairer  to  take  a  period  during  which  the  company  has  been-  sub- 
ject to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  as  the  basis  for  the  com- 
putation, than  a  longer  period,  including  operation  prior  to  the  Com- 
mission's jurisdiction.  Re  New  York  Transfer  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.V.R.1919B, 
690. 

195.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  will  not  grant  rate  increases  for  the 
purpose  of  rehabilitating  utility  properties,  where  it  is  clear  that  earn- 
ings in  the  past  have  been  sufficient  to  cover  operating  expenses,  pay  a 
reasonable  interest  rate  upon  the  investment,  and,  in  addition  thereto, 
set  aside  an  adequate  annual  depreciation  reserve.  Re  Woodhull  Teleph. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  122. 

18*  Development  aiage  of  utility. 

196.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  a  utility  company  not  fully  deveteped. 
the  West  Virginia  Commission  will  consider  the  fact  that  such  com- 
pany is  in  the  development  stage,  and  the  further  fact  that  it  is 
bound  by  low-rate  contracts  where  such  contracts  exist.  Re  Appalachian 
Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

g,  Bcfisonableness  of  return  as  a  whole, 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  as  a  whole,  p.  P.U.R.19I9B, 
633;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  138. 

Discussion  of  duty  of  utility  to  render  incidental  service  at  a 
loss  where  return  as  a  whole  is  reasonable,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  339. 

197.  A  contention  that  the  property  of  a  logging  and  lumber  cora- 
papy  is  taken  without  compensation  by  compelling  it  to  continue  to 
operate  a  railroad  owned  by  it  is  not  sustained  by  testimony  as  to 
the  earnings  of  the  railroad  alone,  since  the  test  is  the  net  result  from 
the  whole  enterprise,  and  not  from  one  branch  or  department  of  the 
business.  Brooks-Scan  Ion  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1  (S.  C.  144  La.  1086,  81  So.  727). 

198.  The  town  and  outside  consumers  should  not  be  segregated  in  a 
proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  water  rates,  where  the 
town  has  outgi'own  its  corporate  limits  and  service  is  supplied  outside 
under  conditions  substantially  siHailar  to  those  within  the  town.  West- 
minster V.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.    (Md.)   P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

199.  A  water  company  enjoying  a  monopoly  should,  in  the  discharge 
of  its  duty  to  the  public,  provide  means  of  supplying  the  reasonable 

.demands  of  all  of  the  inhabitants  as  they  arise;  and  may,  therefore, 
in  a  proper  case,  be  required  to  make  an  extension,  although  the  income 
therefrom  will  be  insufficient  to  pay  the  fair  return  on  the  cost  and  to 
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provide  for  accruing  depreciation  and  a  proper  proportion  of  the  operat- 
ing expenses.    Harvey  v.  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  831. 

200.  The  test  whether  a  utility  to  which  has  been  apportioned  a  terri- 
tory should  make  extensions  within  that  territory  is  not  whether  the 
given  extension  will  of  itself  pay  a  profitable  income,  but  whether  the 
business  in  that  district  as  a  whole,  including  the  contemplated  exten- 
sions, will  pay  a  sufficient  return.  Walters  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 
.(Idaho)   P.U.R.1919F,  648. 

201.  On  the  question  whether  the  construction  of  connecting  tracks 
between  two  lines  of  railroads  is  a  public  necessity,  the  reasonableness 
of  the  return  to  be  derived  therefrom  is  not  the  sole  matter  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S. 
D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  52  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  149). 

2,  Each  department  to  he  self  sustaining, 

202.  Each  branch  of  service  operated  by  a  public  service  company 
must  be  self-supporting.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  613. 

203.  Consumers  of  electrical  utility  service  cannot  be  charged  exces- 
sive rates  to  make  up  losses  of  a  street  railway  company,  although  the 
two  utilities  are  owned  by  the  same  stockholders.  Re  Exeter,  H.  &  A. 
Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  251. 

204.  Customers  of  the  electrical  department  of  a  public  utility  should 
not  be  required  to  pay  anything  in  excess  of  fair  rates,  in  order  to 
make  up  losses  resulting  from  the  operation  of  its  water  business.  Lin- 
coln County  Power  Co.  v.  Itself  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  862. 

205.  A  public  utility  company  selling  both  gas  and  electricity  is  not 
required  to  disclose  the  earnings  from  the  sales  of  electricity,  in  a 
complaint  alleging  that  a  maximum  gas-rate  statute  is  confiscatory. 
Municipal  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
364  (S.  C.  225  N.  Y.  89,  121  N.  E.  772). 

206.  A  deficiency  of  revenue  of  a  street  railway  company  cannot  be 
made  up  by  increasing  existing  rates  for  electric  light  and  power,  al- 
thou*,'h  the  two  utilities  are  under  the  same  ownership.  Re  Washington 
R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  751. 

207.  The  rates  for  gas  furnished  by  a  utility  furnishing  both  gas  and 
electricity  may  be  increased  if  the  existing  rates  are  unremimerative, 
although  the  return  of  the  utility  from  its  combined  operations  is 
reasonable.  Consumers  of  Gas  v.  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  294. 

208.  The  losses  due  to  the  operation  of  a  street  railway  should  not  be 
borne  by  the  electric  department  of  a  public  utility  on  the  theory 
that  social  considerations  or  the  value  of  the  service  to  the  community, 
rather  than  its  cost,  should  be  the  determining  rate  factor.  Re  Ash- 
land Light,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919A,  666. 

209.  A  utility  operating  an  electric  plant  and  a  gas  plant  is  not 
entitled  to  have  the  two  properties  considered  together  as  one  prop- 
erty for  the  purpose  of  having  the  electric  rates  increased  so  as  to 
offset  the  loss  which  the  utility  anticipates  from  the  operation  of  the 
gas   plant,   notwithstanding   the   greater   part   of   the   burden   of   the 
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increase  in  rates  would  be  borne  by  patrons  who  are  users  of  both 
gas  and  electricity;  since  the  utility  is  entitled  only  to  such  rates 
for  each  service  as  may  be  justified  by  the  investment  and  by  the 
value  of  the  plant  used  and  useful  in  the  public  service.  Re  Jefferson 
City  Light,  H.  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  710. 

d»  Electric  railway  system  considered  as  an  entirety. 

e 

210.  In    fixing   reasonable   street   railway   rates   the   entire   system 

should  be  considered  as  a  unit,  and  not  segregated  into  profitable  and 
unprofitable  portions.  Re  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.19i9A, 
268. 

211.  In  fixing  reasonable  rates  for  a  street  railway  company,  each 
mimicipal  system  should  be  considered  as  a  whole,  not  limited  by  its 
geographical  boundaries,  but  including  lines  serving  adjacent  territory, 
peopled  for  the  most  part  by  those  doing  business  in  the  mxmicipality, 
and  all  forming  a  part  of  the  one  community.  Re  New  York  State  R. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  765. 

212.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  street  railway  rates,  pa- 
trons cannot  insist  that  urban  and  suburban  operations  shall  be  con- 
sidered separately,  rather  than  as  a  whole.  Trenton  v.  Trenton  k  M. 
County  Traction  Corp.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  873  (S.  C.  —  N.  J.  L.  — , 
lOSAtl.  136). 

213.  A  street  railway  company  should  be  allowed  to  increase  rates 
upon  an  interurban  branch,  notwithstanding  the  operations  of  such 
branch  is  already  highly  profitable,  where  increased  returns  are  neces- 
sary to  continue  the  operation  of  lines  not  wholly  self-supporting,  par- 
ticularly where  the  patrons  of  such  branch  enjoy  an  exceptionally  high 
grade  of  service  at  a  rate  not  unreasonably  high.  Re  Union  Street  R. 
Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919D,  758. 

.  214.  The  doctrine  that  suburban  street  railway  lines  should  be  con- 
sidered as  part  of  a  municipal  system,  and  such  fares  established  as 
will  give  a  fair  return  on  the  combined  property,  must  be  confined 
to  territory  which  is  in  reality  a  part  of  the  municipality,  and  care 
must  be  taken  that  there  is  not  thrown  upon  the  heavy  city  traffic  the 
financial  burden  for  less  remunerative  parts  of  a  traffic  not  directly 
connected  with  the  city's  welfare  and  business  and  social'  life.  Mil- 
waukee Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

215.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  urban  street  railway 
rates  within  the  city  limits  of  Belleville,  the  Illinois  Commission  refused 
to  segregate  the  urban  from  the  interurban  business  of  the  company.  Ke 
East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  916. 

216.  A  street  railway  company  may  be  reasonably  asked  to  continue 
the  operation  of  an  unprofitable  branch  of  its  line,  where  the  road 
as  a  whole  can  be  made  to  pay.  Re  Portsmouth  Electric  R.  Go.  (X.  H. ) 
P.U.R.1919E,  266. 

217.  The  property  of  the  United  Railways  System,  operating  in  St. 
Louis  and  in  St.  Louis  county,  should  be  treated  as  a  whole  for  tlje 
purpose  of  rate  making;  since  they  are  operated  as  a  single  system, 
the  county  lines  being  desirable  feeders  to  that  portion  of  the  railway 
located  within  the  city.     Re  United  R.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  264.  ' 
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4.  Compensatory  character  of  particular  commodity  rate* 

218.  A  railroad  company  attacking  a  rate  order  as  confiscatory 
must  allege  and  prove  more  than  the  fact  that  the  rate  is  not  re- 
munerative in  respect  to  the  particular  property  involved  in  trans- 
porting the  particular  classes  of  freight  over  the  particular  division 
involved.  Pandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Schnull  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  637  (S.  C. 
—  Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  225). 

5.  Earning  of  particular  train, 

219.  The  fact  that  a  passenger  train  may  be  run  at  a  loss  is  not  neces- 
sarily a  reason  why  it  should  not  be  restored,  since  the  determination 
whether  a  public  utility  company  shall  furnish  a  certain  service  does 
not  rest  upon  the  question  whether  that  particular  service  will  yield  a 
profit  to  the  company,  but  upon  the  necessities  and  coDrenience  of  the 
public,  and  upon  the  effect  whieh  t^  furnishing  of  such  service  will 
have  upon  the  total  earnings  of  the  company.  Washington  Mills  v. 
United  States  R.  Adminifftration   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  638. 

h.  War  conditions;  emergency  relief. 

1.  In  general. 

No  allowance  for  going  value   in  emergency  rate  proceedings  where 
plant  has  been  built  up  from  excess  profits,  see  Valuation,  204. 
Annotation  on  return  under  emergency  war  conditions,  P.U.R.1919A. 

p.  252;  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  533;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  876;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  139. 

220.  The  grant  of  emergency  relief  to  a  street  railway  company  should 
not  be  delayed  because  of  the  fact  that  it  is  in  the  hands  of  receivers.  Re 
Tutwiler   (Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  312. 

221.  The  only  emergency  which  may  be  considered,  where  the  coimtry 
is  not  actually  at  war,  is  one  which  arises  from  the  right  to  relief 
imder  the  established  rules  of  law.  Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  573. 

222.  An  increase  in  utility  rates,  already  high,  may  be  authorized, 
although  experience  indicates  that  the  result  upon  the  company's  wel- 
fare may  be  imcertain,  it  appearing  that  the  company's  situation  is 
critical.    Re  Plymouth  Gaslight  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  486. 

223.  A  Commission  is  acting  with  entire  fairness  to  a  public  utility 
company,  as  well  as  to  its  consumers,  in  an  emergency  rate  application, 
if  it  fixes  rates  so  as  to  put  the  company  approximately  in  as  good 
condition  as  it  was  before  the  abnormal  increases  in  operating  costs 
took  place.    Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  810. 

224.  An  increase  in  fare  of  a  trolley  line  may  be  authorized  in  order 
to  preserve  the  road  for  the  public  until  a  more  favorable  financial 
condition  of  the  country  may  lead  to  permanent  relief,  although  there 
is  little  hope  of  permanent  benefit  from  such  an  increase.  Re  Bullock 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  900. 

225.  The  Indiana  legislature,  in  enacting  the  emergency  section  of 
the  Utility  Commission  Law,  did  not  contemplate  that  the  state  should 
guarantee  in  times  of  emergency,  values  which  never  existed,  protect 
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common  securities,  make  good  loeses  caused  by  negligence  in  collection 
of  revenues,  or  reward  a  lack  of  thrift  in  times  of  prosperity;  nor  does 
it  even  extend  to  the  most  meritorious  utility  company  the  assurance 
of  a  return  on  investment  which  might  be  declared  to  be  the  proper 
rate  of  return  in  a  normal  period.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal 
Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

226.  In  continuing  emergency  relief  to  a  street  railway  company,  the 
Indiana  Commission  predicated  its  action  upon  immediate  steps  being 
taken  by  the  company  for  readjustment  on  a  basis  of  reasonable  fixed 
charges,  at  least  during  the  emergency  period,  and  the  rebuilding  and 
re-equipment  of  the  properties,  where  it  appeared  that  the  crisis  in 
the  affairs  of  the  company  had  been  caused  directly  by  the  diversion 
of  its  revenues  for  purposes  hurtful  to  the  company,  and  the  draining 
of  the  treasury  by  excessive  fixed  charts  imposed  by  promotets.  Be 
IndianapoUs  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

227.  In  establishing  an  electric  railway  freight  rate  to  meet  emer- 
gency conditions,  a  liberal  policy  should  be  followed  in  order  that  util- 
ity companies  may  be  maintained  at  their  maximum  efficiency,  but  such 
a  policy  does  not  contemplate  the  establishment  of  rates  which  would 
cause  an  unnecessary  burden  upon  the  public.  Re  Connecticut  Co. 
(Conn.)  P.U.R.1919A,  161. 

228.  An  offer  of  an  electric  company  to  turn  its  plant  over  to  tho 
town  in  which  it  is  located,  for  operation  during  the  war,  having  been 
refused,  a  surcharge  of  25  per  cent  to  all  bills,  including  minimum 
bills,  was  authorized  during  the  period  of  the  war  in  order  to  provide 
needed  revenue,  although  the  rates  were  deemed  to  approach,  if  not  to 
exceed,  the  prohibitive  point.  Re  Interstate  Public  Service  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  175. 

229.  If  the  evidence  tending  to  show  that  rates  are  not  remunerative, 
**while  based  upon  actual  experience  in  the  operation  of  the  road,  re- 
lates only  to  a  brief  period  when  conditions  were  abnormal,"  it  will 
not  necessarily  require  a  change  of  rates.  Darnell  v.  Edwards,  244  U. 
S.  564,  61  L.  ed.  1317,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  701.  If  it  is  uncertain  whether 
conditions  will  become  more  favorable  for  adequate  earnings  in  the 
near  future,  and  seems  improbable  that  they  will,  the  propriety  of  emer- 
gency rates  would  seem  to  be  indicated.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  927   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

230.  A  telephone  company  earning  approximately  3  per  cent  on 
the  tentative  value  of  its  property  for  emergency  rate  making  was 
held  entitled  to  an  increase  of  revenue  sufficient  to  produce  a  return 
of  6  per  cent  during  the  emergency  period.  Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

231.  A  street  railway  company,  during  the  continuance  of  the  war, 
should  be  satisfied  if  it  is  in  receipt  of  sufficient  funds  to  enable  it  to 
meet  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  where  the  conditions  are 
such  that  it  is  not  feasible  to  put  into  effect  a  tariff  which,  even 
theoretically,  would  give  an  adequate  return  on  capital  actually  used 
in  the  service.  Re  Syracuse  &  Suburban  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
214. 

232.  The.  Indiana  Commission,  in  authorizing  an  increase  in  street 
railway  rates  to  meet  an  emergency,  in  pursuance  of  the  mandate  of 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 26. 
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t^e  supreme  court,  will  not  order  the  utility  to  make  improTements 
in  its  plant,  although  they  would  result  in  operating  economies,  where 
such  improvements  would  require  a  large  amount  of  money  which  the 
utility  was  not  able  to  command,  particularly  in  view  of  the  attitude 
of  the  national  government  towards  all  new  installations.  Re  Indian- 
apolis Traction  &  Terminal  Oo.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

233.  In  authorizing  an  increase  in  contract  rates  to  meet  an  emer- 
gency, in  pursuance  of  the  mandate  of  the  supreme  court,  the  Indiana 
C!ommission  will  not  make  any  allowance  for  depreciation  of  street 
railway  properties  where  the  utility  has  included  in  its  operating 
expenses  17  per  cent  of  the  gross  revenues  for  maintenance,  since  the 
Ck>mmission  considers  that  such  allowance  is  sufficient  to  cover  deprecia- 
tion as  well  as  maintenance.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.  If  P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

234.  The  Indiana  Ck>mmis8ion  in  increasing  contract  rates  to  meet  an 
emergency,  in  pursuance  of  the  mandate  of  the  supreme  courts  will 
not  permit  a  street  railway  company  to  establish  a  system  of  zone 
fares  where  a  flat  rate  had  previously  existed,  since  such  a  change  would 
require  a  long  and  wide  investigation  and  research.  Re  Indianapolis 
Traction  &  Terminal  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1019A,  278. 

2,  When  emergency  exists. 

235.  An  emergency  requiring  an  increase  in  street  railway  rates  is 
not  shown  by  mere  evidence  that  existing  rates  do  not  yield  suffi- 
cient income  to  pay  operating  expenses,  fixed  charges,  and  71  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  the  property  of  the  company.  Smith  v.  Railroad 
Commission   .(Wis.)    P.U.R.1919C,   577. 

236.  A  utility  is  not  confronted  with  an  emergency  entitling  it  to 
increased  rates,  where  the  existing  rates  will  give  a  return  upon  the 
stockholders*  equity  of  approximately  8*  per  cent  and  for  a  number 
of  years  in  the  past  it  had  had  a  rate  of  return  approximating  10  per 
cent.    Re  New  Gaslight  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  67. 

237.  An  emergency  entitling  a  street  railway  compar.y  to  an  increase 
in  rates  exists  where  its  operating  expenses  have  been  so  increased  by 
an  award  of  the  War  Labor  Board  and  other  war  costs,  as  to  throw 
the  company  into  the  hands  of  receivers  and  destroy  its  credit.  Re 
Tutwiler   (Tenn.)    P.U.R.1919E,  312. 

238.  The  threatened  discontinuance  of  service  on  the  eve  of  the  be- 
ginning of  a  heating  season,  by  a  hot  water  and  steam  heating  utility 
in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and  for  which  no  purchaser  can  be  found 
unless  its  rates  are  increased,  constitutes  an  emergency  warranting  a 
measure  of  rate  relief.  Re  Logansport  Heat  &  Power  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  659. 

239.  An  emergency  justifying  an  increase  in  rates  may  exist  where 
the  company  is  operating  at  a  loss,  notwithstanding  that  franchise  rates 
during  the  early  years  of  the  utility's  operation  yielded  an  excessive  re- 
turn; unless  it  is  shown  that  during  such  period  funds  were  distrib- 
uted in  dividends  that  should  have  been  devoted  to  making  accruing 
depreciation  good.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P,U.R. 
1919F,  667. 
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240.  A  situation,  due  to  an  unexpected  rise  in  prices  and  wages, 
which  makes  it  altogether  probable  that  the  past  and  present  rate  Is 
insufficient  to  yield  a  revenue  which  will  pay  that  fair  average  return 
which  the  law  requires,  although  not  constituting  what  would  technical- 
ly be  denominated  an  ^'emergency,**  may,  when  shown,  be  sufficient  for 
the  allowance  by  the  Commission  of  a  temporary  rate,  limited  to  the 
time  required  for  making  an  investigation  and  finding  of  the  facts. 
If  it  should  happen  that  the  temporary  rate  so  fixed  is  too  high,  the 
condition  may  be  rectified  in  the  order  fixing  the  rate  after  investi- 
gation. Omaha  &  0.  B.  Street  R.  Oo.  v.  Nebraska  State  R.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  307  (8.  0.  —  Neb.  — ,  173  N.  W.  690) . 

241.  An  emergency  application  for  a  rate  increase  should  not  bd 
granted  where  the  company  has  failed  to  show  that  it  needs  such  in- 
crease in  order  to  meet  its  operating  expenses;  to  prevent  an  impair- 
ment of  its  service  or  destruction  of  its  properties  or  credit;  or  to  over- 
come inroads  made  by  advanced  operating  costs;  or  diminishing  patron- 
age; or  to  produce  an  income  no  greater  tlian  tha^  earned  prior  to 
the  war.    Re  Tri-State  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.19190,  6. 

8»  Utility  to  hear  part  of  burden. 

242.  Increased  operating  expenses  of  a  utility  due  to  war  conditions 
should  not  all  be  transferred  to  its  patrons.  Re  West  Virginia  Trac- 
tion &  Electric  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  95. 

243.  Corporations,  as  well  as  individuals,  must  bear  their  share  of 
the  burdens  of  the  war  and  sustain  some  loss  of  income  without  flinch- 
ing.    Re  Tri-State  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1919C,  5. 

244.  Rates  for  a  street  railway  were  fixed  on  the  basis  of  a  6  per  cent 
return,  on  the  ground  that  during  the  present  reconstruction  period 
justice  to  the  public  requires  distribution  of  the  war  burdens.  Re 
Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

245.  A  case  for  emergency  relief  is  not  made  out  by  a  showing  that 
the  utility  has  earned  something  less  than  the  return  a  Commission 
has  held  reasonable  for  normal  times.  Re  Indid.napoli8  Water  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

246.  A  street  railway  company  cannot  be  expected  to  carry  its 
patrons  at  a  loss  on  the  theory  that  it  should  sacrifice  something  in 
the 'emergency  produced  by  war.  Doherty  &  Co.  v.  Toledo  R.  &  light  Co. 
(Fed.)   P.U.R.1919C,  230   (S.  C.  254  Fed.  597). 

247.  Public  service  corporations  must  not  expect  to  be  fully  immune 
from  the  fluctuations  of  income  which  aflfect  all  of  the  elements  of  the? 
community  in  times  of  upheaval,  although  they  cannot  and  ought  not 
to  be  required  to  furnish  service  at  confiscatory  rates.  Re  Iroquois  Nat- 
ural Gas  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

248.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  not  been  disposed  to  increase 
rates  to  cover  the  abnormally  high  operating  costs  due  to  the  war, 
and  in  addition  thereto  to  allow  a  full  return  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  devoted  to  the  service.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Spring- 
field  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919I>;  853. 

249.  The  policy  of  requiring  a  public  utility  to  bear  its  own  bur- 
dens and  such  extra  burdens  as  have  been  placed  upon  it  by  increased 
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cost  of  operation  incident  to  war,  and  more  or  less  temporary  in  char- 
acter, should  not  be  carried  so  far  as  to  render  the  company  unable  to 
serve  the  public  efficiently.  Re  Kansas  City  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
132. 

250.  The  Oregon  Commission  refused  to  fix  a  rate  for  a  telephone 
company  which  would  produce  a  return  in  exccsr,  of  the  average  return 
prior  to  the  war,  since  the  company  should  within  reasonable  limits 
share  in  the  burden  of  increased  costs,  to  the  extent  that  it  was  not 
permanent.    Re  Pacific  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  345. 

251.  An  interurban  railway  in  need  of  additional  revenue  on  account 
of  abnormally  high  operating  costs  due  to  war  conditions  is  entitled 
to  such  relief  by  the  increase  of  rates,  fares,  and  charges  as  shall  pro* 
vide  additional  revenue  with  the  least  possible  di8tur}>ance  of  the  busi- 
ness and  social  life  of  the  community,  but  cannot  expect  to  place  the 
entire  burden  upon  the  public.  Re  Utah,  Idaho  C.  K  Co.  (Utah)  P»U.R. 
1919A,  235. 

• 
4.  Duration  of  emergency  relief, 

252.  The  Indiana  Commission,  merely  because  hostilities  have  ce-spd, 
cannot  in  fairness  to  utilities  immediately  discontinue  relief  granti'  l  to 
meet  abnormal  costs  of  operation.  Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  £.  Co. 
(Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,  507. 

253.  The  Indiana  Commission  refused  to  base  permanent  rates  upon 
existing  abnormal  conditions  because  of  the  impossibility  of  forecast- 
ing operating  expenses  and  revenues  with  certainty.  Re  Hammond 
Waterworks   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

254.  Any  rate  established  under  and  influenced  by  present  war  con- 
ditions, with  their  resultant  demands  on  all  kinds  of  industry,  the 
changing  and  constantly  increasing  cost  of  labor  and  material,  should 
be  temporary.     Re  Connecticut  Co.    (Conn.)    P.U.R.1919A,  161. 

255.  In  determining  reasonable  utility  rates  for  the  future,  considera- 
tion should  be  given  to  the  fact  that  it  has  suffered  a  marked  reduc- 
tion in  net  return  below  prewar  conditions  which  cannot  be  recouped 
during  the  year.  Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  (Gal.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
810. 

256.  A  street  railway  company  is  entitled  to  receive  through  in- 
creased rates  the  additional  revenue  necessary  to  prevent  it  from  be- 
coming insolvent;  but  tlie  public  should  not  be  permanently'  burdened 
by  a  rate  which  is  justifiable  only  in  abnormal  times.  Warren  v.  War- 
ren Street  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  619. 

257.  In  granting  relief  to  gas  companies  necessitated  by  the  abnormal 
increase  in  operating  expenses  due  to  war,  the  Massachusetts  Board  of 
Gas  and  Electric  Light  Commissioners  will  not  provide  for  automatic 
adjustment  of  prices  based  upon  the  so-called  "service  at  cost"  theory 
recently  adopted  by  the  legislature,  with  respect  to  the  street  railways, 
but  will  modify  its  rate  orders  from  time  to  time  in  such  manner  as 
may  be  necessary  to  do  justice  either  to  the  consumers  or  the  companies. 
Re  Plymouth  Gaslight  Co.  (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919A,  339. 

258.  A  street  railway  company,  under  the  emergency  section  of  the 
Indiana  Utility  Commission  Law,  cannot  be  permanently  relieved  from 
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the  obligations  of  a  rate  contract  with  a  city  in  which  it  is  operating; 
but  relief  may  be  temporarily  continued  for  a  period  in  which  all  par- 
ties interested  may  be  given  an  opportunity  to  readjust  to  new  condi- 
tions; the  burden  of  such  readjustment,  and  responsibilities  for  sacri- 
fices necessary,  being  upon  those  who  have  created  the  underlying  con- 
ditions of  the  emergency.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co;' 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

5.  Necessity  for  vaUmtion, 

Valuation  for  emergency  rate-making  purposes  to  be  made  from  prac- 
tical standpoint,  see  Valuation,  4. 

259.  The  rates  of  a  public  utility  may  be  increased  temporarily  in 
granting  emergency  relief,  without  an  appraisal  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty.    Re  Tutwiler   (Tenn.)   P.U.R.1919E,  312. 

260.  It  is  unnecessary  to  fix  the  fair  value  of  a  utility  company's 
property  in  an  emergency  rat^  proceeding,  since  approximate  values  are 
sufficient.    Re  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  607. 

261.  Any  calculations  of  a  proper  return,  based  upon  the  investment, 
are  unnecessary  in  a  rate-making  proceeding,  where  it  appears  that  the 
company's  earnings  are  not  even  sufficient  to  pay  bare  out-of-pocket 
costs.     Re  Oregon  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  9. 

262.  A  detailed  appraisal  of  the  properties  of  a  public  utility  com- 
pany is  unnecessary  for  an  emergency  rate  case;  but  if  book  value  is 
relied  upon,  the  utility  must  show  that  the  properties  represented 
thereby  are  being  used  for  the  service.  Re  Tri-State  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.    (Minn.)    P.U.R.1919C,  5. 

263.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  may  legally  allow  an  increase  in 
public  utility  rates,  although  thpre  is  no  evidence  of  value  of  the  com- 
pany's property,  since  value  is  only  one  of  the  factors  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates.  O'Brien  v. 
Board  of  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  865  (S.  C.  —  N.  J. 
L,  — ,  105  Atl.  132). 

264.  The  value  of  the  property  of  a  street  railway  company  used  in 
furnishing  transportation  service  is  not  of  vital  moment  on  an  applica- 
tion for  an  emergency  rate  increase,  where  the  evidence  shows  that  the 
company  is  earning  but  little  more  than  its  operating  expenses.  Re 
Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919A,  268. 

265.  A  valuation  is  unnecessary  in  determining  the  reasonaMeness 
of  an  application  for  an  increase  in  rates,  when  the  company  cannot 
under  any  reasonable  circumstances  expect  to  earn  a  fair  return  on  the 
value  of  its  operative  property,  no  matter  by  what  standard  this  valua- 
tion might  be  measured.  Re  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
191 9B,  1. 

266.  Where  the  increase  made  in  the  rate,  over  what  was  formerly 
a  reasonable  charge,  is  only  sufiicient  to  prevent  a  deficit  in  operations 
because  of  new  and  extraordinary  conditions,  no  useful  purpose  can  be 
served  by  a  valuation  of  all  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  company, 
and  it  is  not  a  prerequisite  when  the  statute  does  not  require  it. 
O'Brien  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919D,  774  (S.  C.  92 
N.  J.  L.  587,  106  Atl.  414). 
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267.  The  fair  value  of  the  property  of  a  utility  is  of  little  or  no 
relevancy  in  a  rate  proceeding  where  the  sole  issue  involved  is  whether 
or  not  the  proposed  increase  in  rates  is  reasonably  required  to  enable 
the  company  to  render  adequate  service  to  the  public,  and  to  yield  a 
return  approximately  equivalent  to  the  return  received  under  normal 
conditions.    Re  United  R.  &  Electric  Co.   (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  74. 

268.  Upon  'an  application  for  an  increase  in  telephone  rates,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  determine  investment  value  in  the  common  stock  of 
the  company,  where  increased  operating  expenses  render  the  return 
insufficient  to  pay  the  interest  upon  bonds,  and  dividends  upon  pre- 
ferred stock  representing  an  actual  investment  in  the  property.  Re 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  528. 

269.  The  Board  of  Public  Utilities  Commissioners  of  New  Jersey  are 
not  required  by  the  statute  conferring  their  powers  to,  in  all  cases,  make 
an  appraisement  and  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  trolley  company  in 
order  to  ascertain  what  increase  in  the  rates  to  be  charged  for  transport- 
ing passengers  is  reasonable  to  provide  a  sufficient  revenue  to  meet  the 
increased  cost  of  operation  due  to  the  enhanced  price  of  labor,  materials,, 
and  governmental  imposition  of  taxes  to  meet  the  cost  of  the  war  with 
Germany.  O'Brien  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919D,  774 
(S.  C.  92  N.  J.  L.  587,  106  Atl.  414). 

270.  Upon  a  petition  for  emergency  relief,  where  the  utility  is  operat- 
ing imder  a  rate  contract,  the  Indiana  Commission  will  make  only  a 
tentative  valuation,  which  may  be  attacked  by  the  utility  by  petition 
for  a  complete  valuation,  which  will  be  granted  only  upon  condition 
that  the  utility  make  a  special  charge  to  operating  expenses,  out  of 
which  the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  engineers  employed  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  paid.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  278. 

271.  Rates  may  be  increased  without  a  formal  valuation  as  an 
emergency  war  relief  measure,  in  order  to  enable  Public  Service  Cor- 
porations to  pay  operating  costs  and  fixed  charges,  provided  it  reason- 
ably api>ears  that  the  value  of  the  property  in  the  service  at  least  equals 
the  amount  of  the  interest-bearing  debt.  Re  Hudson  Valley  R.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  443. 

272.  The  making  of  a  valuation  is  unnecessary,  where  the  evidence 
shows  that  the  revenue  to  be  produced  by  the  increased  rates  will  not 
exceed  the  necessary  operating  expenses  and  a  reasonable  sum  for 
depreciation,  without  allowing  anything  for  a  fair  return  upon  the 
value  of  the  property.  Tamaqua  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat 
&  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  712. 

6,  Surplus  and  past  dividends  as  affecting  right  to  relief, 

273.  A  prosperous  utility  which  has  created  a  large  surplus  out  of 
earnings  is  not  entitled  to  increase  its  rates  on  a  mere  showing  of 
increased  cost  of  operation  due  to  war  conditions.  Re  Home  Teleph. 
Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919A,  243. 

7.  Belief  conditioned  upon  adequate  service, 

274.  An  emergency  increase  in  gas  rates  was  authorized,  conditioned 
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upon  the  Tenderling  of  continuously  safe,  adequate,  and  proper  service 
as  contemplated  by  the  New  Jersey  statute.  Re  Ocean  County  Gas  Ca 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  874. 

S.  Belief  conditioned  on  entire  return. 

275.  Upon  the  question  of  emergency  relief  the  combined  operations 
of  a  company  furnishing  several  different  kinds  of  service  may  be 
considered.    Re  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  809. 

276.  Two  utility  companies  closely  allied  and  under  one  direct  owner- 
ahip  and  management  may  be  considered  as  one  when  jointly  applying 
for  an  emergency  increase  in  rates.  Re  Southern  Sierras  Power  Co. 
(Gal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  942. 

277.  In  determining  whether  emergency  relief  shall  be  granted  to 
utilities,  the  properties,  business,  revenues,  expenses,  and  other  charges 
must  be  considered  as  a  whole  in  which  all  consumers  are  to  share, 
rather  than  as  segregated  to  different  localities  served.  Re  Sierra  &  S.  F. 
Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  667. 

9,  Comparison  icith  return  under  normal  conditions, 

278.  A  telephone  company  should  not  be  allowed  upon  an  emergency 
application,  a  rate  upon  its  property  in  excess  of  that  which  it  enjoyed 
prior  to  the  war.  Re  Tri-State  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R. 
1U19C,  5. 

270.  The  increase  in  cost  of  operation  due  to  abnormal  conditions 
should  not  be  taken  as  an  excuse  to  advance  rates  so  that  they  will 
produce  a  fair  return,  and  fully  provide  for  depreciation,  where  the 
company  was  imable  to  do  this  in  normal  times.  Lincoln  County  Pow- 
er Co.  V.  Itself  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  862, 

10.  Relief  during  development  period, 

280.  Emergency  increases  in  utility  rates  may  be  allowed  during 
the  development  period,  although  resulting  in  a  relatively  higher  re- 
turn than  previously  earned,  since  the  stability  of  such  company  during 
this  period  depends  upon  a  growth  in  its  net  return.  Re  Southern 
Sierras  Power  Co.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1919B,  942. 

11.  Duty  of  utility  to  practise  economy, 

281.  A  utility  seeking  emergency  relief  should  be  able  to  show  that 
it  is  practising  economy  in  the  highest  degree  consistent  with  the 
rendition  of  adequate  service  and  the  proper  maintenance  of  its  prop- 
erty.   Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

12.  Reconstruction, 

Discussion  of  present  necessity  of  considering  fair  peace  time 
return  on  investment  rather  than  emergency  return  during  war  time, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  299. 

282.  Rates  should  not  be  fixed  with  the  view  of  allowing  a  street 
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railway  company  to  recoup  its  losses  brought  about  l^  normal  wax 
conditions.    Re  Tutwikr  (Tenn.)  P.U.R1919E,  312. 

283.  It  would  seem  to  be  the  part  of  wisdom  to  permit  utilities  to 
bear  temporarily,  during  the  period  of  reconstruction,  such  share  of 
the  public  burden  as  they  can  carry  without  too  seriously  affecting  their 
financial  stability.  Re  Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C, 
565. 

284.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  authorize  a  continuation  of 
advanced  emergency  rates,  necessitated  by  war,  upon  a  return  to  more 
stabilized  conditions,  except  upon  clear  and  satisfactory  showing  that 
the  increases  are  justified  upon  a  very  tangible  and  definite  basis.  Re 
Public  Service  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919D,  809. 

285.  A  26  per  cent  increase  in  water  rates  was  authorized  in  order 
to  reimburse  partially  the  company  operating  under  abnormally  high 
costs,  on  the  assumption  that  as  operating  costs  diminish  the  rates 
permitted  would  give  a  more  adequate  return,  and  that  by  spreadinpf 
the  matter  over  a  period  of  a  few  years  the  company  would  be  treated 
more  fairly  than  at  present.  Lincoln  County  Power  Co.  v.  Itself  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  862. 

286.  In  a  period  of  readjustment,  public  policy  requires  that  the  great- 
est care  be  exercised:  First,  in  order  that  the  utility  be  not  made 
the  victim  of  a  too  optimistic  forecast,  and  its  revenues  so  curtailed 
that  in  the  event  of  unforeseen  conditions  and  the  happening  of  un- 
expected events,  it  shall  be  so  crippled  as  to  preclude  the  performance 
of  its  proper  functions;  and.  second,  in  order  that  the  public  should  be 
protected  against  prohibitive  war  rates,  particularly  where  it  is  dis- 
closed that,  from  the  results  of  operation  thereunder,  an  excess  amount 
has  been  earned  by  the  utility.  Re  Public  Service  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  718. 

13.  Effect  of  increase  in  electric  railway  fares. 

287.  The  policy  of  increasing  fares  and  rates  does  nut  solve  the  diffi- 
culties arising  from  the  abnormal  increase  in  operating  costs  due  to 
war  conditions,  especially  in  the  case  of  interurban  and  street  rail- 
way companies,  and  therefore  some  other  method  of  meeting  the  sit- 
uation should  be  studied.  Re  Northampton,  E.  &,  W.  Traction  Co.  (N. 
J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  867. 

288.  Experience  has  shown  that  increases  Ib  street  railway  fares 
impose  a  burden  upon  the  public  which  considerably  exceeds  the  h^^nefit 
which  they  bring  to  the  companies.  Re  Bay  State  Street  R  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

289.  It  is  questionable  whether  it  is  not  wiser  to  place  a  part  of 
the  burden  of  the  cost  of  necessary  street  railway  service  directly  upon 
the  commimity  as  a  whole,  rather  than  to  suffer  increases  in  fares 
which  do  not  produce  the  results  designed,  and  which  seriously  disturb 
social  and  economic  conditions.  Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

290.  Under  abnormal  conditions  produced  by  war,  and  dealinsr  with 
a  street  railway  company  in  a  critical  situation,  a  Commission  is 
justified  in  disregarding  speculative  estimates  or  arbitrary  rules,  and 
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in  taking  such  action  as  it  believes  will  secure  the  best  net  results 
for  all  concerned.  Re  Bay  State  Streei  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.191VIA, 
817. 

291.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission,  instead  of  au- 
thorizing a  10-cent  minimum  street  railway  fare  proposed  by  the 
company,  granted  for  a  brief  trial  period  an  increase  in  rates  deemed 
likely  to  produce  a  larger  actual  gain  in  receipts  than  the  ,tari^ 
proposed  by  the  company,  and  at  the  same  time  result  in  less  serious 
damage  to  the  community.  Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  817. 

292.  On  street  railway  lines  where  discontinuance  is  threatened  be- 
cause of  failure  to  earn  operating  expenses,  the  Massachusetts  Public 
Service  Commission  will  permit  a  10-cent  minimum  or  any  rates  to 
be  charged  which  are  agreed  upon  by  the  communities  and  the  com- 
pany for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  road  open.  Re  Bay  State  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

293.  It  is  to  the  interest  of  the  public  to  co-operate  in  securing  a 
fair  trial  of  street  railway  rate  increases,  since  broadly  speaking, 
fares  must  go  up  as  riding  falls  off.  Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)   P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

294.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  cannot  refuse  to 
permit  the  trial  of  a  10-cent  minimum  street  railway  fare  after  a 
fair  trial  of  what  it  deems  to  be  a  wiser  rate  fails  to  produce  necessary 
revenues.    Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

296.  The  receiver  of  a  street  railway  company  seeking  an  increase 
in  fares  is  bound  in  good  faith  to  make  every  feasible  effort  to  secure 
economy  of  operation,  including  the  introduction  of  one-man  cars  on 
routes  where  such  cars  may  be  used  to  advantage.  Re  Bay  State  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  817. 

i,  Beasonahleness  of  specific  amounts, 

1,  Electricity. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  ^lectric  company,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  878;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  140. 

296.  An  electric  company  was  authorized  to  increase  its  rates  so  as 
to  yield  5^  per  cent  on  the  value  of  its  property,  rather  than  the  7 
per  cent  which  the  Indiana  Commission  usually  allows  in  normal  times, 
since  the  entire  burden  of  war  prices  should  not  be  placed  on  the 
patrons.     Re  Interstate  Public   Service  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919A,  686. 

297.  A  petition  for  a  reduction  in  electric  rates  was  denied,  it  appear- 
ing that  they  produced  a  return  of  only  6.5  per  cent.  Anderson  v. 
Indiana  General  Service  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  652. 

298.  An  electrical  company  was  held  entitled  to  earn  a  yearly  return 
of  7  per  cent.    Re  Edina  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  516. 

299.  Rates  calculated  to  produce  a  return  of  7  per  cent  upon  a 
minimum  rate  base  cannot  be  considered  as  excessive.  Re  Illinois  North- 
em  Utilities  Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D,  817. 

300.  The  Vormont  Commission  found  that  a  net  return  of  7  per  cent 
upon  the  investment  of  an  electric  distributing  company  was  a  fair  rate 
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of  return.     MancheBter  ▼.  Colonial  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Vt)    P.UJR. 
1919D,  21. 

301.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  per  annum  was  found  reasonable  for  an 
electric  company.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  552. 

302.  In  establishing  reasonable  rates  for  electric  service,  charges 
wercv  authorized  which  were  calculated  to  produce  a  return  of  8  per 
cent.    Re  San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  924. 

308.  Increase  in  the  rates  of  an  electrical  utiliu,  calculated  to  pro- 
duce a  net  return  of  approximately  8  per  cent,  were  authorized.  Be 
Appalachian  Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  286. 

304.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  fixed  a  rate  of  8  per  cent  as 
reasonable  for  the  return  of  an  electric  company.  Re  Hinton  Water 
Light  &  Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

305.  A  reasonable  return  for  an  electrical  utility  was  held  to  be 
8  per  cent  where  not  requiring  rates  unreasonable  in  themselves.  Bean 
V.  Belgrade  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977. 

306.  The  Illinois  Commission  fixed  rates  for  an  efficiently  managed 
electric  utility  so  as  to  produce  a  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  valu- 
ation of  the  plant.  Re  Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919E, 
494. 

307.  An  electric  utility  was  allowed  an  8  per  cent  return  on  the  fair 
value  of  its  property  in  determining  the  relief  to  which  the  company 
was  entitled  on  account  of  abnormal  costs  of  operation.  Re  Milwaukee 
Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.   (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

308.  An  electric  company  was  allowed  a  return  of  8  per  cent  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  low  unit  prices  were  used  in  making  the  appraisal  of 
the  company's  property;  that  the  company  was  in  a  high  state  of 
efiiciency;  and  that  it  was  economically  managed.  Re  Cleveland  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1919A,  602. 

309.  A  utility  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  rates  for  electric 
energy  to  enable  it  to  secure  "a  reasonable  average  return/'  where 
the  present  rates  during  the  past  four  years  produced  an  average  net 
return  applicable  to  interest  and  depreciation  reserve  charges,  surplus 
and  contingencies,  of  16  per  cent  of  the  fair  value  of  the  property  for 
rate-making  purposes,  and  the  estimated  return  for  the  current  year 
Is  8i  per  cent.  Re  Jefferson  City  Light,  H.  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  710. 

310.  A  return  amounting  to  12  per  cent  to  cover  interest,  deprecia- 
tion, and  taxes,  upon  a  fair  value  of  $62.20  per  kilowatt  of  consumer's 
demand,  was  held  reasonable  in  an  application  for  an  emergency  rate 
increase.    Re  Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (IlL)  P.U.R.1919B,  16. 

2.  Oaa. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  gas  company,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  879;  P.UJ1.1919F,  p.  141. 

311.  A  schedule  of  increased  gas  rates  was  allowed  to  stand  where 
it  appeared  that  the  company  was  operating  at  a  loss  of  from  2.66 
per  cent  to  2.89  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  property  used  and  uaeful 
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for  the.  service.    Aberdeen  Central  Labor  Council  v.  North  Pacific  Pub. 
Service  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.191PB,  111. 

312.  A  return  of  6  per  cent  is  reasonable  for  a  gas  company  during 
the  abnormal  conditions  produced  by  war,  althou^  sueh  a  company 
would  be  entitled  to  a  return  of  7  per  cent  in  normal  times.  Re  Wash- 
ington Gaslight  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919C,  976. 

313.  Rates  were  fixed  for  a  gas  utility  estimated  to  yield  a  return 
of  approximately  7  per  cent  on  the  value  of  its  property.  Re  Brazil 
Gas  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  253. 

314.  A  gas  cdmpany  was  granted  an  increase  in  rates  calculated  to 
produce  a  net  return  of  7.87  per  cent.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.UJ1.1919D,  140. 

S»  Heating*  ^ 

315.  Rates  were  fixed  for  a  hot  water  heating  utility  sufficient  to 
yield  a  return  of  6.1  per  cent  on  the  rate  base.  Re  Merchants  Heat  & 
Light  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  658. 

4.  Interurhan  railivays. 

Annotation   on    reasonableness   of   return   of  interurban    railway, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879. 

316.  Under  existing  operating  -conditions  resulting  from  war  a  re- 
turn of  7  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  investment  of  an  interurban  electric 
railway  cannot  be  regarded  as  unreasonable.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

5.  Xatural  gas. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  natural  gas  company, 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879. 

317.  A  return  of  9.6  per  cent  is  not  abnormally  high  for  a  natural 
gas  company.  Bolivar  v.  Empire  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  116. 

6,  Setcers, 

318.  The  Pennsylvanid  Commission  fixed  a  return  of  7  per  cent 
upon  the  agreed  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  sewer  company.  Wayne 
Title  &  Trust  Co.  v.  Wayne  Sewerage  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  404. 

7.  Street  railways, 

319.  The  Illinois  Commission  fixed  a  rate  for  street  railway  fares  at 
7  cents  for  cash  fares  on  cars,  4  tickets  to  be  sold  for  26  cents,  and 
school  books  of  40  tickets  for  $1  per  book,  where  such  rates  would  pro- 
duce a  return  of  approximately  4.4  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  the 
property.    Re  Quinoy  R.  Ck).  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  390. 

320.  A  fair  return  on  the  property  of  street  railway  corporations  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  should  in  normal  times  be  not  less  than  6  per 
cent.    Re  Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 
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321.  A  street  railway  company  receiving  a  return  equal  to  6.7  per 
cent  upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property  was  held  not  to  have  made 
out  a  case  for  an  increase  in  rates,  especially  where  it  was  operating 
under  a  rat©  fixed  by  a  franchise.  Re  TriCity  R.  CJo.  (lU.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  836. 

322.  In  computing  the  necessary  gross  income  of  a  street  railway^ 
company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  estimated  the  rate  of  return  at 
7.6  per  cent.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee  (VVis.)^ 
P.U.R.1919D,  604. 

S,  Telephones, 

See  also  supra,  230. 

Annotation   on   reasonableness   of  return   of  telephone   company,. 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  141. 

323.  Rates  are  not  unreasonably  high  which  produce  a  return  of 
less  than  3  per  cent  upon  tlie  investment  in  a  telephone  plant,  the  legal 
rate  of  interest  in  the  state  being  10  per  cent,  and  the  strongest  insti- 
tutions being  unable  to  secure  money  in  normal  times  at  less  than  5 
and  6  per  cent.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co^ 
(Ala.)   P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

324.  Telephone  rates  were  fixed  which  were  estimated  to  yield  a  re- 
turn of  7  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  property.  Re  Fulton  Teleph.  Co, 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  854. 

326.  A  telephone  company  is  entitled  to  dividends  amounting  to  not 
less  than  7  per  cent  on  the  value  of  its  plant.  Re  Salem  Teleph.  Co» 
(S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919B,  734. 

326.  A  telephone  company  was  held  entitled  to  a  rate  of  return  of 
approximately  7  per  cent  on  the  value  of  its  property  devoted  to  the 
public  service.  Re  Jefferson  &  Civil  Bend  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  660. 

327.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  upon  the  investment  in  a  telephone  plant 
is  excessive  where  the  average  rate  of  interest  and  dividends  paid  upon 
its  capital  securities  is  approximately  6  per  cent.  Re  Lincoln  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.    (Neb.)    P.U.R.1919A,  36. 

328.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  telephone  rates,  7  per  cent 
of  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  plant  was  held«to  constitute  a  reasonable 
return  on  the  investment  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  petitioner  had 
secured  a  substantial  portion  of  its  credit  for  construction  and  other 
capital  expenditures  from  its  depreciation  reserve.  Re  Pierce  County 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  92. 

329.  A  telephone  company  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  rates 
where  it  appears  that  its  income  is  sufficient  to  provide  for  deprecia- 
tion at  6  per  cent,  and,  in  addition,  to  pay  interest  or  dividends  upon 
its  investment  at  the  rate  of  about  7.1  per  cent.  Re  Woodhull  Teleph, 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  122. 

330.  A  return  of  7.4  per  cent  on  the  book  value  of  a  telephone  plant 
was  held  not  unreasonable.  Re  Spooner  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  242. 

331.  An  annual  net  income  of  approximately  10.6  per  cent  upon  a 
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toitative  value  of  a  telephone  plant  was  held  not  unreasonable  for 
return  and  depreciation.  Re  Richland  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919^, 
144. 

332.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  telephone  rates  an  allowance 
of  11.8  per  cent  was  made  for  return  and  depreciation.  Re  Thayer  A  A. 
Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  590. 

333.  The  Missouri  Commission  fixed  an  allowance  of  12.6  per  cent 
for  a  combined  investment  and  depreciation  return  upon  the  assumed 
valuation  of  the  plant,  which  valuation  contained  no  allowance  for  any 
intangible  value,  and  the  utility  was  known  to  the  Commission  as  being 
a  well-managed,  prosperous,  and  going  concern.    Re  Capital  Teleph.  Co. 

(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  692. 

334.  An  increase  in  telephone  rates  sufficient  to  produce  a  return  of 
13.4  per  cent  for  interest  and  depreciation  reserve  charge  will  not  be 
permitted  by  the  Missouri  Commission,  where  the  only  showing  as  to 
value  is  the  book  value  of  the  company's  plant,  although  such  percent- 
age of  return  is  not  per  ae  excessive.  Re  Boonville  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919B,   848. 

335.  A  telephone  company  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  rates, 
where  the  present  rates  provide  nearly  14  per  cent  for  interest  and 
depreciation.  Re  Fond  Du  Lac  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
664. 

0.  Water. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  water  company,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  880;   P.U.R.1919F,  p.  143. 

336.  A  water  company  was  held  entitled  to  a  return  of  6  per  cent 
on  the  rate  base  for  the  war  period  in  a  case  in  which  it  had  been 
entitled  to  a  return  of  7  per  cent  during  normal  times.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

337.  A  return  of  6  per  cent  of  the  value  of  a  water  company's  prop- 
erty, sufficient  to  pay  all  interest  charges  on  outstanding  bonds,  and 
in  addition  to  provide  a  return  of  more  than  8  per  cent  on  the  value 
of  the  company's  property  in  excess  of  the  bonded  indebtedness,  is  a 
reasonable  guaranty  against  impairment  of  credit  in  war  times,  espe- 
cially where  the  company's  bonds  are  not  maturing.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

338.  The  net  revenue  for  dividends  and  depreciation  should  be  at  least 
7  per  cent.  Munsey  v.  Hampton  Waterworks  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919E^  414. 

339.  A  water  company  was  held  entitled  to  a  return  of  7  per  cent 
upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

340.  A  water  company  was  held  entitled  to  collect  an  annual  return 
of  7  per  cent  upon  a  fair  value  of  its  used  and  useful  properly.  Couders- 
port  V.  Consolidated  Water  CJo.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  196. 

341.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  a  water  company  an  allowance  of  7  per 
cent  of  the  estimated  value  of  the  property  was  held  reasonable  for 
annual  return,  surplus,  and  contingencies.  Re  Independent  Waterworks 
Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  599. 
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342.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  per  annum  was  fixed  as  the  maximum  a 
water  company  would  be  permitted  to  earn  on  the  fair  value  of  its 
property  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  hazard  of  water  companies  is  less 
than  that  of  most  classes  of  utilities.  Westminster  ▼.  Consolidated 
Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  606. 

343.  A  return  of  approximately  7.8  per  cent  annually  upon  the  fair 
rate-making  value  of  a  water  plant  cannot  be  considered  unreasonable. 
Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1019E,  798. 

344.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  fixed  a  rate  of  8  per  cent  as  rea- 
sonable for  the  return  of  a  water  company.  Re  Hinton  Wat«r,  Light 
&  Supply  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

X*  Confiscation, 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receiver!  to  enjoin 

alleged  confiscatory  rates,  see  Courts,  8. 
Injunction  to  restrain  Conunission  from   compelling  utility  to  adhere 

to  confiscatory  statute,  see  Injunction,  7. 
Sufficiency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximwm  TMte 

statute,  see  Pleading,  5. 

Annotation  on  confiscation,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  533. 

345.  Rates  which  do  not  enable  a  street  railway  company  to  pay 
operating  expenses,  including  interest  on  indebtedness,  are  confiscatory^ 
Westinghouse  Electric  &  Mfg.  C6.  v.  Binghamton  R.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  780  (S.  C.  266  Fed.  378). 

346.  A  telephone  company  cannot  be  required  to  furnish  switdiing 
or  any  other  service  at  a  loss,  as  this  would  be  confiscation  of  property 
proliibited  by  Federal  and  state  Constitutions.  Hardeman  ▼•  Purcell 
Teleph.  Co.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1919E,  307. 

347.  Rates  fixed  by  state  Commissions  for  gas  at  burner  tips  sold 
and  delivered  by  local  distributing  companies  operating  under  special 
franchises  are  not  subject  to  attack  as  confiscatory  by  a  natural  gas 
company  which  furnishes  the  gas  through  its  interstate  pipe  lines 
for  two  thirds  of  the  receipts  of  the  local  companies  from  their 
customers.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Landon  (U.  S.)  P.U.R* 
1919C,  834  (S.  C.  249  U.  S.  236,  63  L.  ed.  677,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  268). 

XI.  Dividends;  net  income. 

o.  In  general. 

Stockholders   entitled  to   return   on   dividends  invested  !n   plant,   see 

Depreciation,  71. 
Consideration  of  earnings  reinvested  in   plant,  see  Valuation,  159* 

163. 

Statement  as  to  sufficiency  of  net  earnings  amounting  to  1|  times 
the  amount  of  the  company's  fixed  charges,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  91. 

348.  The  owners  of  a  utility  cannot  be  permitted  to  disburse  among 
themselves  the  depreciation  fund  and  then  require  patrons  to  bear  all 
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tlie  burden  occasiojied  by  an  abnormal  increase  in  operating  costs.  Re 
Hinton  Water,  Light  &  Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

349.  The  interest  on  bonded  indebtedness  is  immaterial  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  since  fixed  charges  of  that  charac- 
ter must  be  paid  by  &  utility  company  from  its  net  income.  Re  Ap- 
pahichian  Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

860.  A  telephone  company  with  an  extensive  plant  consisting  largely 
of  property  that  is  subject  to  heavy  depredat^k»,  which  in  the  past 
has  neglected  to  provide  an  adequate  depreciation  reserve,  should  not  be 
permitted  to  exceed  8  per  cent  as  dividends  to  stodcholders.  Re  Bear 
River  Valley  Teleph.  Co.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919F,  952. 

351.  The  California  Commission  refused  to  determine  what  the  net 
income  of  a  public  utility  company  should  be,  by  comparing  the  average 
dividends  with  the  average  net  income  for  dividends  and  surplus  over 
a  given  period,  or  by  calculating  the  average  ratio  over  the  same  period 
between  net  income  available  for  interest,  depreciation,  and  surplus, 
and  the  interest  requirements.  Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B.  810. 

362.  Stockholders  who  have  in  the  past  received  money  which.  In 
ordinary  business  sagacity,  should  have  been  applied  to  proper  mainte- 
nance of  the  road,  cannot  complain  if  patrons  are  not  required,  in 
abnormal  times,  to  furnish  money  not  only  to  make  repairs  which  could 
have  been  made  in  the  past,  but  also  to  pay  dividends.  Re  Ithaca  Trac- 
tion Corp.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  616. 

353.  If  the  dividends  paid  were  not  greater  than  a  fair  return  on 
the  actual  value  of  the  property  would  justify,  and  did  not  exceed 
the  net  earnings,  the  disposition  of  those  dividends  among  the  stock- 
holders would  not  affect  the  public  interest.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 


"b.  Bestoraiion  of  exoeSBlve  dividends, 

.  854.  If  the  dividends  paid  to  the  various  stockholders  were  more  than 
a  fair  return  upon  the  property,  or  in  excess  of  the  net  earnings  of 
the  company,  it  would  devolve  upon  the  company  to  make  good  the 
deficiency,  and  render  such  service  as  is  due  the  public  and  is  required 
by  the  Commission.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

355.  A  telephone  company,  having  paid  dividends  at  the  expense  of 
maintenance  and  depreciation,  was  ordered  to  forego  further  pay- 
ments for  a  period  of  four  years,  and  not  to  declare  dividends  there- 
after in  excess  of  7  per  cent  upon  its  capitalization,  and  upon  ad- 
ditions and  betterments  properly  chargeable  to  capital  account  and 
approved  by  the  Nebraska  Commission.  Re  Eagle  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  842. 

356.  Upon  an  application  by  a  telephone  company  for  issuance  of 
stock  to  pay  for  damages  caused  by  a  sleet  storm,  the  Nebraska  Com- 
mission required  the  stockholders  to  forego  the  right  to  earn  or  receive 
dividends  for  such  a  period  as  dividends  at  8  per  cent  would  equal  the 
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amount  already  received  by  them  in  excess  of  approximately  8  per 
cent  dividends  during  the  life  of  the  company,  although  the  stock  of 
the  company  veas  all  owned  locally,  the  enterprise  had  been  successful 
from  a  service  as  well  as  a  financial  standpoint,  and  the  rates  were 
lower  than  the  average  rates  charged  in  plants  similarly  situated.  Re 
Arlington  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1W9P,  889. 

RETUKN  AS  A  WHOLE. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  of  one  electric  plant  on  average  of  en- 
tiro  city  and  not  on  revenue  from  residence  rates  of  neighbor- 
hood of  plant,  see  Apportion mbnt,  1. 

C<»i8ideration  of  reasonableness  of  return  as  a  whole,  see  Rbtubn, 
197-219. 

Consideration  of  combined  operations  of  utility  on  application  for 
emergency  relief,  see  Retubn,  275. 

Operation  of  portion  of  system  at  a  loss  where  return  as  a  whole 
is  satisfactory,  see  Serviob,  197. 

BETVBII  TRIP. 

More  fare  zones  on  return  trip  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimina* 

TION.  50. 
Return  trip  tickets  on  interurban  railway,  see  Ratbs,  280. 

BXSVENTTES. 

Generally,  see  Return. 

Apportionment  of,  see  APFORTiONttENT. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  of  one  electric  plant  on  average  of 

entire  city  and  not  on  revenue  from  residence  rates  of  neigh> 

borhood  of  plant,  see  Appihitionkent,  1. 
Apportionment  of  revenues  from  rental  of  street  cars  operating  in 

District  of  Columbia  and  Maryland,  see  Apportionment,  19. 
Weight  to  be  attached  to  imsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and 

revenues  of  extension,  see  Evidexce,  2. 
Revenues  and  expenses  of  park  operated  in  connection  with  railway 

not  included  in  railway  revenues  and  expenses,  see  Return,* 

137. 
Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and 

necessity  of  railroad  station,  see  Sbbvice,  176. 

REVIEW. 

Generally,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 
By  certiorari,  see  Certiorari. 

REVOCATION. 

Of  franchises,  see  Cokmissions,  32. 

RHODE  ISUUfD. 

Right  of  intervener  to  appeal  from  final  order,  see  Apfaal  and 
Review,  53. 
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BIGHTS. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  CoMiassioxs,  37. 

Estoppel  of  electric  company  to  claim  ri^ts  in  water,  see  Estop- 
pel, 1. 

BIGHTS  OF  WAT. 

Power  of  C<Mnmission  to  increase  rates  notwithstanding  contracts 
relative  to  rights  of  way,  see  Constitutional  Law,  73. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  Jersey  Commission  to  permit  highway  to  cross 
right  of  way  of  railroad,  see  CBOSsmes,  6. 

Contract  to  furnish  water  to  railroad  free  in  consideraticm  of  grant 
of  right  of  way  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  95. 

Inhabitants  of  one  city  obtaining  water  from  another  in  consider- 
ation of  grant  of  right  of  way,  see  Municipal  Plants,  2,  3. 

City  and  pres^it  owners  of  right  of  way  as  parties  to  suit  for 
mandamus  to  compel  railroad  to  restore  track,  see  Parties,  15. 

Utility  not  required  to  make  extension  of  service  where  rights  of 
way  can  be  acquired  only  by  exorbitant  prices,  see  Service,  70. 

Effect  of  fact  that  right  of  way  was  donated  on  granting  authority 
to  railroad  to  abandon  service,  see  Service,  97. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  243. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  rights  of  way,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  429. 

RISKS. 

Of  enterprise,  as  element  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see 
Retubn,  167,  168. 

BOADS. 

See  Highways  and  Streets. 

ROOM. 

Sewer  rate  based  on  room  or  fixture,  see  Rates,  321. 

ROUND  TRIP  TICKETS. 

Round  trip  tickets  on  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  280. 

ROUTING. 

Of  messages  over  toll  lines,  see  Rates,  360. 
Of  telephone  toll  messages,  see  Service,  222. 

RULES  AND  REOUULTIONS. 

Rules  and  regulations  governing  jitney  operation,  see  Atttomobiles, 
13,  14. 

Presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  rules  of  Commission,  see  Evi- 
dence, 6,  7. 

Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rules  of  utility,  see  Sebvicb,  3. 
P,UJ1.1919  Dig.— 27. 
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BUBAL  TELEPHONE  LINES. 

See  also  Telephones. 

Rural  telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Oregon  statute, 
see  Public  Utilities,  7. 

RUSH  HOUB. 

Seats  for  passengers  on  interurban  cars,  see  Service,  135. 
Seats  for  street  railway  passengers  during  rush  hours,  see  Sebvice, 
203. 

ST.  LOUIS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  over  utilities  in,  see  Ck)iCMJ8- 
SIGNS,  59. 

United  Railways  System  of  St.  Louis  to  be  treated  ajs  a  whole, 
see  Retubn,  217. 

SALARIES  AND  WAGES. 

Mandamus  to  compel  payment  of  salary  to  clerk  of  Commission, 
see  Commissions,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  regulate  wages  of  employees,  see 
Commissions,  48. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  Commission  to  draw  salary  voucher 
for  employee,  see  Mandamus,  2. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  fix  salary  of  officer  of  municipal 
plant,  see  Rates,  27. 

Comparison  of  wages  of  employees  of  street  railways,  see  Rates, 
151. 

Binding  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased 
costs,  see  Rates,  192. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses to  pay  increased  wages  to  employees,  see  Return,  13. 

Increase  in  rates  not  to  be  based  on  prospective  wage  increases, 
where  such  wage  increase  is  made  contingent  upon  increase  in 
rates,  see  Return,  55. 

As  chargeable  to-  operation,  see  Return,  56. 

Standardization  of  wages,  see  Return,  57. 

Excessive  salary  of  president  of  utility,  see  Return,  68. 

Excessive  salary  to  comptroller  of  utility,  see  Return,  69. 

Owner  acting  as  manager  of  property  to  be  allowed  salary,  see 
Return,  60. 

Reduction  of  salaries  in  general  offices,  see  Return,  61. 

Wage  increase  conditioned  on  future  increase  in  rates  as  against 
public  policy,  see  Return,  151. 

Mandamus  to  compel  to  resumption  of  street  car  service  discon- 
tinued on  account  of  strike,  see  Service,  61. 

Inability  to  pay  sufficient  wages  to  employees  as  justifying  aban- 
donment, see  Service,  102. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station 
because  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and  im- 
reasonably  increased,  see  Service,  174. 


J^igitized  by  VjOOQIC 


SALE.  419 

Capitalization  of  unpaid  salaries,  see  Valuation,  132. 
Allowance  for  property  paid  for  out  of  earnings  due  to  uncompen- 
Bated  services  of  officers  and  directors,  see  Valuation,  161. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  salaries  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  874;  P.UJ1.1919F,  p.  131. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  salaries  of  employees, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  67. 

BALE. 

Propriety  of  crediting  plant  account  with  proceeds  of  sale  of  oldf 
equipment  and  charging  account  with  entire  cost  of  new  prop- 
erty, see  Accounting,  7, 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  over  contract  for  sale  to  util- 
ity of  by-product  gas  by  private  coke  company,  see  Commis- 
sions, 41. 

Power  of  Conunission  over  sale  of  utility  property,  see  Commis- 
sions, 46,  47. 

Amounting  to  a  consolidation  of  merger,  see  Consolidation,  Meb- 
GEB,  AND  Sale. 

Jurisdiction  of  Arizona  Commission  to  compel  water  company  to 
purchase  system  of  another  company,  see  Consolidation,  6. 

Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 
natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companieB 
for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intebcorporatk  Relation's,  3. 

Missouri  statute  as  contemplating  sale  of  electricity  for  ptiblio  use 
only,  see  Public  Utilities,  40. 

As  basis  of  estimating  transmission,  distribution,  commercial  and 
general  expenses  of  gas  utility,  see  Return,  46. 

Order  as  to  abandonment  of  service  not  deferred  until  court  author- 
izes sale  under  foreclosure  of  railroad  as  a  going  concern,  see 
Service,  91. 

Policy  of  Illinois  Commission  as  to  allowance  of  overliead  expenses 
in  rate  proceedings  as  applicable  to  sale  valuation,  see  Valu- 
ation, 82. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  sales  of  property, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  56. 

Annotation  on  sale  price  as  measure  of  fair  value,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  210. 

1.  The  accoimting  records  of  a  public  utility  should  be  transferred 
with  the  physical  property.  Re  Yaquina  Bay  R.  &  Lumber  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  875. 

2.  The  Illinois  Commission  refused  to  authorize  the  sale  of  utility 
property  for  $550,000,  where  the  amount  of  permanent  capitalization 
therefor  should  not  exceed  $370,000,  for  the  reason  that  the  difTerence 
would  create  too  great  a  burden  of  amortization.  Re  Southern  Illinois 
Light  &  P.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  489. 

3.  A  Commission  should  nof  refuse  to  approve  a  contract  of  lease 
or  sale  beneficial  to  the  Utilities  most  directly  concerned,  upon  the  sole 
ground  that  as  an  incidental  result,  an  outside  utility  might  be  some- 
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what  embarrassed.    He  Southern  California  Edison  Co.   (OaL)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  936. 

SAU:  PBICS.  ' 

As  measure  of  value,  see.  Valuation,  26-31. 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  determining  reasonableness  of  sale  price 
of  utility,  see  Valuation,  53. 

SAND. 

Different  olaasification  for  glass  sand  than  for  molding  and  build- 
ing sand  as  discrimination,  see  Discbimination,  54. 

Bates  on  glass  sand  as  comparable  with  rates  on  brick  and  lime- 
stone, see  Rates,  146. 

Glass  sand  as  raw  material  entitled  to  special  rates,  see  Rates,  301. 

Comparison  oif  rates  on  glass  and  on  other  sand,  see  Rates,  302. 

SAN  FRANCISCO. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  water  company  to  resume  i«nrice 
within  boundaries  of  city,  see  Sebvice,  34. 

SAviNG  OVER  STfeAM. 

.  Saving  over  steam  as  method  of  valuing  water  rights,  see  Valu- 
ation*, 242. 

SCHEDULES. 

Eighit  of  utility  to  file  rate  schedule  In  conflict  with  ordlnaaee 
terms,  see  Constitutional  Law,  38. 
V'    I)eviation  from  riled  schedules  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimina- 
tion, 37. 

JBflfect  of  filing  new  rate  schedule  on  pending  rate  proceeding,  see 
Pbocedube,  2. 

Rate  scliedules  generally,  see  Rates. 
,   .    Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  filing  of  rate  schedules, 
see  Rates,  97. 

Filing  of  rate  schedules,  see  Rates,  194-205. 

^Mia^uri  statute  as  not  requiring  schedule  to  provide  for  work 
done  on  consumers'  equipment,  see  Rates,  199* 

SOHOOI.  CHIIJ>REN. 

Not  to  be  carried  by  interurban  railways  at  less  than  regular  fares, 
'  see  Discbimination,  19. 

liGHOOLS. 

Pennsylvania  statute  as  not  empowering  Commission  to  authorize 
oonstruction  of  new  highway  and  overhead  crossing  to  afford 
access  to  school,  see  Cbossings,  28. 

Students'  tickets  on  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  279. 

Annotation  on  special  rates  to  schools  as  discriminatory,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  62. 
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8SA80NAI*  CONSUMER. 

Water  rates  to,  see  Rates,  407-409. 

SEATS. 

Seats  for  passengers  on  interurban  cars,  see  Sebvigb,  135. 
Seats  for  street  railway  passengers  during  rush  hours,  see  Sebv- 
ICE,  203. 

SECOND-CUkSS  CITIES. 

Power  of  Nebraska  cities  of  second  class  to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,. 
82. 

SEOUBITIES. 

See  particularly  Bonds;  Stock. 
See  also  Sbcubitt  Issues. 

Books  to  show  true  relationship  between  utility  and  contractor 
building  plant  although  latter  owns  all  stock  of  utility,  »ee 
Accounting,  3. 

For  guaranteeing  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  7. 

Power  of  Indiana  CommisBion  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility 
to  pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Retubn,  12. 

Invested  capital  rather  than  securities  issued  as  basis  of  return, 
see  Return,  19. 

Fixed  charges  on  securities  as  a  necessary  operating  expense,  see 
Return,  123. 

Effect  of  advertisements  of  company  for  sale  of  securities,  see  Re- 
turn, 153. 

Issuance  of,  see  Security  Issues. 

Outstanding  securities  to  be  considered  in  determining  fair  value, 
see  Valuation,  9,  10,  13,  32-38. 

Market  value  of  securities  as  fair  value  for  rate  making,  see  Valu- 
ation. 39. 

Consideration  of  discount  on  securities  in  valuation  proceedings, 
see  Valuation,  110-117. 

Annotation  on  outstanding  securities  as  measure  of  fair  value, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  208. 

SECUBITT  ISSUES. 

I.  In  generalf  i— d. 
II,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission,  4^13. 

a.  In  general,  4— P. 

b.  Pouter  as  affected  hy  period  for  which  securities  are  t» 

run,  10,  11. 

c.  Issuance  hy  foreign  corporation,   12. 

d.  Power  to  validate  illegal  issue,  13, 

III,  Character  of  securities  as  affecting  issuance,  14^16,. 
IT.  Purpose,  17^29, 

a.  In  general,  17-^22. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


422  SECURITY  ISSUES,  I. 

IV. — continued. 

h.  Payment  of  operating  expenseSf  23,  24* 

c.  Payment  of  bond  discount,  25, 

d.  Payment  of  nonutiUty  htiMnesa,  26. 

e.  Payment  for  replacements,  27, 

/.  Paym,ent  of  interest,  taxes,  and  dividends  where  earned 

income  is  not  available,  28, 
g.  For  financing  in  advance  of  needs,  29* 
F.  Amount,  30—34. 

a.  Value  of  property  covered,  30, 

b.  Proportion  of  stocU  to  bonds,  31. 
o.  On  reorganization,  32—34. 

VI,  Interest  rate,  36, 

VII,  Exacting  of  fee  from  interstate  railroad  as  burdening  4n^ 
terstate  commerce,  36, 

I,  In  general. 

Value  for  con8oli4ation  not  binding  in  security  Issue  proceedings,  see 

Obdebs,  9. 
Securities  not  authorized  in  proceeding  upon  application  for  increase 

in  rates,  see  Peocedube,  12. 
Effect  of  mortgage  provision  relative  to  issue  of  bonds  dei)endcnt  on  net 

earnings  as  not  binding  Illinois  Commission,  see  Rates,  7. 

Annotation  on  security  issues,  P.U.R.i919D,  p.  611;  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  699. 

Discussion  of  evidence  held  not  to  show  that  the  guaranty  of  cer- 
tain bonds  of  the  Toronto,  Hamilton,  &  Buffalo  Railway  Company  by 
the  Michigan  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  Central 
Railway  Company  would  be  ultra  vires,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  27. 

Report  on  the  amount  of  the  security  issues  and  ^ed  obligations 
of  the  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.  P.U.R.1910B,  p.  191. 

Report  of  Edward  A.  Kahn  as  to  overissuance  of  securities  l^ 
the  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co.  P.U.R.1910B,  p.  197. 

1.  It  is  not  a  proper  policy  to  permit  stock  to  be  issued  unless 
there  is  real  value  behind  it,  and  unless  under  all  of  the  circumstances 
it  is  reasonable  that  the  desired  amount  should  be  issued.  Re  Citizens 
Gas. Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  727. 

2.  The  Nebraska  Commission  refused  to  permit  a  utility  to  convoy 
unused  real  estate  of  the  value  of  approximately  $12,000  to  its  stock- 
holders in  lieu  of  stock  to  which  they  were  entitled,  until  its  bills 
payable  were  reduced  in  amount  to  no  more  than  $5,000  or  any  excess 
thereof  was  refunded  by  bonds  or  bills  payable,  maturing  not  less  than 
ten  years  from  date,  where  the  bills  payable  ran  for  a  short  time  only, 
and  were  largely  secured  by  a  mortgage  on  the  entire  property,  since 
the  transfer  of  the  real  estate  might  cause  the  holders  of  the  bills  to 
demand  payment  at  maturity.  Re  Farmers  k  M.  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  691. 

3.  A  proceeding  for  the  issuance  of  securities  was  under  the  juris- 
diction  of  the  Massachusetts  C^munissioner  of  Corporations  where  tlie 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


SECURITY  ISSUES,  IL  a.  423 

application  was  made  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  statute  con- 
ferring that  jurisdiction  upon  the  Board  of  Gas  and  Electric  Light 
Commissioners,  although  the  decision  was  rendered  thereafter,  where 
the  statute  transferring  jurisdiction  provided  that  proceedings  begun 
under  any  of  the  laws  repealed  before  the  repeal  took  effect  should  not 
be  affected.    Re  Scituate  Water  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919D,  842. 

H,  Jurisdiction,  poxvers,  and  duties  of  Cotnmiasion* 

a.  In  general. 

Discussion  of  lack  of  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  le- 
gality of  organization  of  railroad  company  on  application  for  permis- 
sion to  issue  securities,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  32. 

4.  The  power  of  the  Michigan  Commission  under  Public  Laws  ot 
1915,  No.  259,  to  authorize  issues  of  utility  securities,  is  not  limited 
to  issues  to  provide  for  future  capital  expenditures,  but  extends  to 
issues  to  reimburse  the. companies  for  proper  capital  expenditures  al- 
ready made.  Venner  v.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
31   (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  K.  W.  567).      * 

5.  The  Commission  should  know  how  the  proceeds  of  the  bonds  are 
used  by  the  company,  and,  in  authorizing  the  issue  of  stocks  or  bonds, 
may  determine  the  price  and  conditions  of  their  sale,  but  in  a  proper 
case  cannot  indirectly  prevent  such  issue  by  imposing  impossible  or 
unnecessary  conditions.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
927   (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

6.  Where  an  application  before  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  by 
a  railroad  company  for  permission  to  issue  capital  stock  in  reimburse- 
ment of  expenditures  in  acquiring  stocks,  bonds,  and  notes  of  other  cor- 
porations disclosed  that  such  expenditures  were  not  such  as  referred  to 
and  described  by  Page  &  A.  Gen.  Code,  §  614-55,  permitting  stock  to 
be  issued  for  certain  purposes  without  an  order  of  the  Commission,  the 
Commission  had  jurisdiction  of  the  application.  New  York  C.  R.  Co. 
V.  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.i919A,  383  (S.  C.  97  Ohio  St. 
344,  120  N.  E.  213). 

7.  The  members  of  a. Commission  are  not  disqualified  from  pass- 
ing upon  a  petition  for  the  issuance  of  securities,  merely  because  at 
previous  times  they  have  considered  and  to  some  extent  passed  upon 
the  validity  of  the  debts  petitioners  are  asking  to  capitalize.  Re  Boston 
&  M.  R.  C6.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1919C,  650. 

8.  Under  the  statute  permitting  a  reorganization  of  the  Boston  & 
Maine-  Railroad  System  (chap.  380  of  the  Special  Acts  of  Massachu- 
setts for  1915,  as  extended  by  chap.  323  of  the  Special  Acts  of  Massa- 
chusetts for  1917),  the  Public  Service  Commission  has  authority  to 
authorize  the  issue  of  bonds  to  fund  the  outstanding  notes  of  said 
company,  provided  such  notes  were  legal  outstanding  obligations  on 
March  31,  1915;  and  the  fact  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  such  notes  was  afterwards  used  to  purchase  stock  of  other 
railroad  companies  does  not  affect  their  validity.  Re  Boston  &  ^I.  R. 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919C,  660. 

9.  The  Commission  properly  decided  that  it  cannot  imder  existing 
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oonditions  order  the  cancelation  of  the  common  stock  of  the  company, 
and  when  under  existing  conditions  an  order  canceling  stock  is  not 
authorized,  it  cannot  be  canceled  by  i  lirection  by  withholding  from 
the  company  that  to  which  it  would  be  otherwise  entitled.  Re  Lincoln 
Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

h.  Power  cls  affected  "by  period  for  which  securities  are  to  run, 

10.  Demand  notes  issued  by  a  utility  to  its  parent  company,  which 
are  not  intended  to  be  paid,  are  in  effect  payable  at  periods  of  more 
than  twelve  months,  and  therefore  cannot  be  legally  issued  without  the 
consent  of  the  Commission.  Re  Laporte  Gas  k  £.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  607. 

11.  A  utility  cannot,  under  the  Indiana  statutes,  issue  notes  due 
in  less  than  twelve  months  to  an  amount  greater  than  10  per  cent  of 
its  capital  stock  with  the  consent  of  the  Commission.  Re  Laporte  Gas 
&  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  607. 

o.  Issuance  hy  foreign  corporation, 

12.  It  is  unnecessary  for  a  Maine  utility  company  to  apply  to  the 
New  Hampshire  Commission  for  approval  of  so  much  of  a  stock  divi- 
dend as  is  represented  by  property  in  the  latter  state,  where  the  issue 
is  sapctioned  by  the  laws  of  the  company's  home  state ;  since  the  issue 
of  stock  is  a  corporate  act  which  is  regulated  and  controlled  by  the 
laws  of  the  incorporating  state.  Re  Fryeburg  Water  Co.  (N,  H.J  P.UJl. 
1919C,  361  (S.  C.  —  X.  H.  — ,  106  Atl.  225). 

d.  Power  to  validate  illegal  issuel 

13.  The  California  Railroad  Commission  is  without  power  to  vali- 
date an  issuance  of  securities  void  because  .issued  without  the  authority 
of  the  Commission.    Re  Foothill  Ditch  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  370. 

Ill,  Character  of  securities  as  affecting  issuance, 

14.  Although  a  public  utility  may  have  a  right  under  §  90  of  tiie 
Indiana  statute  to  issue  securities  for  certain  capital  purposes,  it  does 
not  necessarily  have  an  unrestricted  right  to  issue  such  securities  in 
the  form  of  bonds.  Re  New  Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
112. 

15.  A  public  utility  which  already  had  outstanding  an  unreason- 
able proportion  of  bonds,  but  which  had  expended  money  from  its  treas- 
ury for  needed  extensions  and  betterments,  was  authorized  to  issue 
$8,000  of  its  first  consolidated  mortgage  5  per  cent  gold  bonds,  but 
upon  condition  that  the  same  be  sold  at  not  less  than  par  and  accrued 
interest,  and  that  the  utility  retire  within  one  year  an  equal  amount 
of  the  same  issue  of  bonds.  Re  New  Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  112. 

16.  In  approving  issues  of  utility  notes  payable  on  demand  to  its 
parent  company,  and  representing  the  entire  debt  of  the  utility,  it  was 
stipulated  that  such  notes  should  be  retired  and  other  securities  issued 
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in  lieu  thereof ,  on  the  order  of  the  CcMmnission,  and  that  the  utility 
should  subitoit  plans  for  Buch  refunding.  Re  Laporte  Gras  &  K  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  «07. 

IV.  Purpose* 

a.  In  general. 

17.  The  mere  fact  that  a  company  may  be  liable  upon  certain  guar- 
anties which  it  disputes  will  not  prevent  the  California  Commission 
from  approving  an  issue  of  bonds,  where  the  funds  of  such  issue  are 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  make  extensions  and  improvements  beneficial 
both  to  the  utility  and  the  patron.  Re  Coast  Valleys  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  246. 

18.  The  Maine  Commission  authorized  a  railroad  company  to  issue 
bonds  to  refund  notes  for  the  payment  of  Liberty  bonds,  instead  of 
requiring  that  such  bonds  be  paid  for  through  deduction  from  income, 
since  a  liberal  policy  should  be  pursued  in  connection  with  this  class 
of  transactions,  especially  where  the  operating  revenues  provide  very 
little  surplus  after  payment  of  fixed  charges  and  the  normal  dividends. 
Re  Maine  Central  R.  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  975. 

19.  Contributions  by  stockholders,  consisting  of  annual  return  in- 
vested in  the  plant,  benefits  of  advantageous  bargains  in  purchases  of 
parts  of  the  compcmy's  property,  and  services  rendered  in  the  construc- 
tion and  management  of  the  plant,  are  obligations,  for  the  discharge 
of  which  the  utility  may  issue  stock  imder  l^e  Nebraska  statute.  Re 
Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.    (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  691. 

20.  The  Nebraska  Commission  permitted  a  utility  to  issue  stock 
to  cover  the  amount  of  return  at  7  per  cent,  whidi  was  reinvested  in 
the  plant,  and  also  the  amount  of  return  on  such  reinvested  return  at 
7  per  cent  from  the  time  of  investment,  subtracting  from  this  total  the 
dividend  paid  in  one  year  in  excess  of  7  per  cent,  with  interest  at  7 
per  cent  from  the  date  of  the  payment  <rf  such  excess  dividend.  Re 
Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  691. 

21.  The  Nebraska  Commission  permitted  stockholders  to  capitalize 
the  profit  made  by  them  in  the  purchase  of  property  useful  in  construct- 
ing and  maintaining  the  plant,  due  to  advantageous  bargains,  on  the 
theory  that  otherwise  there  would  be  no  incentive  to  thrift.  Re  Farm- 
ers &  M.  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  691. 

22.  The  Nebraska  Commission  permitted  a  utility  to  issue  stock  to 
its  officers  and  stockholders  to  the  amoimt  of  the  uncompensated  serv- 
ices rendered  to  the  utility  by  its  officers  and  stockholders  in  the 
management  and  construction  of  the  plant.  Re  Farmers  &  M.  Teleph. 
Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  691. 

h.  Payment  of  operaHng  expense: 

23.  Bonds  cannot  be  issued  under  the  Arizona  statutes  to  cover 
deficits  in  operating  expenses.  Re  Phoenix  Mach.  k  Cold  Storage  Co. 
(Ariz.)   P.U.R.1919D,  804. 

24.  Under  S§  61  and  62  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Act  the 
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owner  of  a  public  utility  cannot  mortgage  the  public  utility  property, 
or,  in  his  public  utility  capacity,  issue  a  note  for  the  purp»08e  of  pay- 
ing operating  expenses,  nor  of*  meeting  an  obligation  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  nonpublic  utility  business.  Re  Ocean  Park  Heights  Land 
&  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  246. 

e.  Payment  of  bond  discount. 

25.  The  Indiana  Commission  refused  to  grant  permission  to  a  utilitr 
to  issue  conmion  stock  to  cover  the  discount  on  the  sale  of  bonds,  since 
bond  discount  should  he  amortized  during  the  life  of  the  bonds,  and 
the  annual  amortization  charge  should  be  deducted  from  income.  Re 
Merchants  Heat  &  Light  O).  (Ind.)  P.n.R.1919F,  664. 

d.  Payment  of  nonutility  business, 

26.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  authorize  an  issue  of  stodn  the 
proceeds  of  which  are  not  to  be  used  in  a  utility  business.  Be  Mueller 
Grain  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  362. 

e.  Payment  for  replacements, 

27.  The  issuance  of  stock  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  property  is 
not  a  method  of  stock  watering,  since  the  money  spent  for  replacements 
add  the  full  amount  to  the  value  of  the  plant.  Re  Pa^e  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  677. 

/.  Payment  of  interest,  taxes  and  dividends  where  earned  income 
is  not  available.  , 

28.  The  Maine  Commission  authorized  a  railroad  to  issue  bonds 
to  refund  notes  for  the  payment  of  interest,  taxes,  and  dividends, 
where,  owing  to  unavoidable  delays  in  securing  settlement  with  the 
Federal  Railroad  Administration,  revenues  in  the  possession  of  the 
Federal  Administrator,  and  properly  usable  for  these  purposes,  were 
retained  or  oflFset  against  capital  improvements  made  on  account  of 
the  railroad  company.  Re  Maine*  Central  R.  Ck).  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
976. 

g.  For  financing  in  advance  of  needs. 

29.  Conditions  may  warrant  the  disregard  of  the  New  Hampshire 
Commission's  rule,  that  utilities  shall  temporarily  finance  their  needs 
for  capitalizable  purposes,  and  then  seek  authority  to  issue  securities 
against  expenditures  therefor,  and  the  grant  of  permission  for  securities 
in  the  amount  deemed  necessary,  with  a  direction  to  the  company  to 
accoimt  in  detail  for  the  proceeds  as  they  are  expended.  Re  Clare- 
mont  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  412. 

F.  Amount. 

Statement  that  a  bonded  indebtedness  of  approximately  $38,600 
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per  mile   for   an   interurban   railway   line   if   not  excessive.     P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  664. 

a.  Value  of  property  covered. 

30.  The  Indiana  Commission  refused  authority  to  issue  stock  and 
bonds  to  a  total  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  betterments  and  extensions 
for  which  the  securities  were  to  be  issued,  although  the  proposed  b<md8 
alone  were  less  than  such  value.  Ke  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.UJL1919F,  664. 

5.  Proportion  of  stock  to  'bonds, 

31.  To  permit  a  utility  to  issue  more  bonds,  where  the  agreed  valu- 
ation is  less  than  80  per  cent  of  the  bonds  and  debentures  already 
outstanding,  would  be  against  sound  financing,  and  in  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Indiana  statute  that  the  amount  of  bonds  and 
other  evidences  of  indebtedness  shall  bear  a  reasonable  proportion 
to  the  amount  of  stock  issued  by  a  utility,  and  that  the  relative 
amount  of  interest  which  the  stockholders  will  have  in  the  company 
shall  be  considered  upon  an  application  for  the  issuance  of  bonds  or 
other  evidences  of  indebtedness.  Re  New  Albany  Waterworks  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  112. 

e.  On  reorganization, 

32.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  approve  of  the  reorganiza- 
tion of  a  public  utility  where  the  certificate  of  organization  provides 
for  an  unwarranted  and  excessive  capitalization.  Re  Susquehanna  Water 
Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  753. 

33.  A  utility  with  $1.58,000  of  bonds,  $37,000  of  floating  debt,  and 
$209,000  of  capital  stock,  as  against  a  property  value  of  $125,526,  was 
ordered  to  submit  a  plan  for  reorganization  as  a  condition  to  a  rate 
increase,  in  order  to  eliminate  a  portion  of  the  indebtedness  and  re- 
duce fixed  charges.    Re  Brazil  Gas  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  253. 

34.  A  utility  having  a  property  value  of  $170,000,  with  $65,000  of 
common  and  $64,000  of  preferred  stock,  $8,000  of  which  was  held  in 
its  treasury,  was  authorized  to  issue  $100,000  of  twenty -year  6  per 
cent  lirst-mortgage  gold  bonds  to  fund  $85,000  of  notes  on  condition 
that  the  preferred  stock  held  in  the  treasury  be  canceled,  and  that  the 
common  stock  be  reduced  to  $30,000.  Re  Central  Heating  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  647. 

VI,  Interest  rate, 

35.  In  approving  issues  of  utility  notes,  the  Indiana  Commission 
required  the  interest  rate  to  be  reduced  from  9  to  7  per  cent.  Re  La- 
porte  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  607. 
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VII.  Exacting  of  fee  from  interstate  railroad  as  burdening  iw 
terstate  commerce. 

Exaction  of  fee  for  certificate  for  issuance  of  securities  as  interference 
with  interstate  commerce,  see  Intebstatb  Cohmebcb,  25. 

86.  The  application  by  a  foreign  interstate  railway  company  to 
^e  State  Public  Service  Commission  for  a  certificate  authorizing  a 
bond  issue,  and  its  acceptance  of  sueh  certificate,  cannot  be  said  to 
have  been  voluntary,  but  must  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  under 
duress,  where  the  certificate  was  a  commercial  necessity;  and  the  local 
statute,  if  applicable,  purported  to  invalidate  the  bonds  and  threatened 
grave  penalties  if  the  certificate  was  not  obtained,  and  the  railway 
company  is  therefore  not  precluded  from  challenging  the  fee  exacted 
as  being  an  unlawful  interference  with  interstate  4!ommerce.  Union 
P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919B,  315 
(S;  C.  248  U.  S.  67,  63  L.  ed.  131,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  24). 

SEGREGATION. 

See  Apportionment. 

SELECTMEN. 

See  also  MuNiciPALmEfl. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  of  selectmen  requir- 
ing relocation  of  st^reet  railway  as  public  improvement,  see 
Commissions,  14. 

Order  of  selectmen  requiring  relocating  of  tracks  of  street  railwmy 
not  to  be  set  aside  by  Commission  because  of  cost,  see  Stbeet 
Railways,  2. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within 
provision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  not  order 
relocation  of  tracks  except  for  purposes  of  public  improve- 
ment, see  Street  Railways,  3. 

UsMAPHO&E. 

Definition  of  semaphore  as  a  signal  telegraph,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
144. 

SENATE. 

Bee  Legislature. 

SBRVIOE. 

I.  In  general,  1—4. 
il.  Power  of  courts,  5,  6* 

til.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  omA  duties  of  CommisHonB,  7— M« 
a.  In  general,  7— P. 
h.  Effpct  of  Federal  control  of  utility,  10^16. 

1.  Bocprems,  10. 

2.  BaUroads,  11-^15. 
S.  Telephones,  16. 
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m. — continued, 

c.  Effect  of  action  of  Interstate  Commerce  Com^mission, 

17. 

d.  Effect  of  service  franchise  or  contract ,  18,  19. 

e.  JPower  to  require  rendering  of  adequate  service,  20^ 

2a. 
f.'Over  extension  of  service,  24. 
g.  Over  abandonment  of  service,  ^5—^7. 

1.  In  general,  SS^^S.  • 

2.  To  require  resumption  of  service,  S4. 

8.  Conflicting   court   and   Commission  jurisdiction, 
55-57. 
h.  To  entertain  complaint  as  to  electroigsis  of  water 

mains,  38. 
<•  To  restrict  use  of  natural  gas,  39,  40. 
i.  To  require  stopping  of  intersUUe  trains,  41,  42* 
"k.  To  regulate  station  faoiUties,  45— #7. 
1.  To  regulate  contract  between  bridge  and  railroad  com^ 

panics,  48. 
m.  To  require  physical  connection  of  t^ephones,  49-^1. 
n.  To  restrict  telephone  competition  as  to  present  sub' 
scribers,  62. 
rv.  Duty  to  render  service,  53^-82. 
V.  Conditions  precedent  to  rendering  service,  83^85. 

a.  Purchase  of  water  right,  83* 

b.  Deposits,  84,  88. 

VI.  Courtesy  to  patrons,  88,  87, 
VII.  Extension  of  service,  88^-88, 

a.  In  general,  88-^72. 

b.  Extensions  in  "tear  time,  73,  74, 

c.  Duty  of  utility  having  monopoly,  75—77. 

d.  Consideration  of  prospective  return,  78^81, 

e.  Consumer's  deposits,  82-^5. 

f.  Payment  of  cost  by  consumers,  88'^8, 
VIII.  Abandonment  and  discontinuance,  89^107. 

a.  In  general,  89^92. 

b.  Operation  at  a  loss,  93^-108. 

1.  In  general,  93^103. 

2.  Consumers  guaranty  against  loss,  104,  108* 
o.  Where  other  sei'vice  is  available,  108,  107. 

IX.  Meters,  instruments  and  other  service  accessories  and  oon» 
nections,  lOS^-llS. 

a.  Ownership  and  control  of  meters,  108-'J.13» 

1.  In  general,  108^111. 

2.  Deposits,  112. 

3.  Interest  on  deposits,  113. 

b.  Telephone  instrtiments,  and  .connections,  114. 

c.  Service  connections  from  main  to  curb,  118^1 18*. 
X.  Discrimination* 
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XT.  Service  hy  particular  utUities,  lt9^24ka* 
a.  Electricity,   119^128, 

1,  In  general,  119,  120. 

2.  PhyMcal  connection,  121,  122, 

3,  Change  from  direct  to  aUemoHng  fmrtentf  12S» 
h.  Express,  124,  125. 

e.  Oas,  126^181, 

1.  In  general,  126. 

2,  Standards,  127. 

8.  Meter  readings,  128,  129. 

4.  Extension  of  service,  180,  181* 

d.  Heating,  182^184. 

e.  Interurhan  railtvays,  185. 

f.  Irrigation^  laO-'iaS. 

g.  Natural  gas,  189^142. 

1.  In  general,  189,  140. 

2.  Shortage  of  supply,  141,  142. 
H.  Ripe  lines,  148.        ' 

i.  Railroads,   144^184. 

1.  In  general,  144. 

2.  Effect  of  Federal  control,  145^147* 
8.  Abandonment  of  service,  148^155. 

(a)  In  general,  148,  149. 
(h)   Branch  lines,  150^152. 
(c)   Winter  operation,  158^155. 

4.  Passenger  train  service,  156~-160. 

5.  Station  facilities,  161^175. 

(a)   In  general,  101^166. 

(h)   Constrtiction  of  new  ImiUUngs,  107— 17;9. 

(c)   Agents,  173-175. 

6.  Branch  lines,  176. 

7.  Sidetracks,  177. 

8.  Physical  connection,  178,  179. 

9.  Milling  in  transit,  180^182. 

10.  Warehouse  service,   188. 

11.  Terminal  service,  184. 
f.  Steaniboat,  185. 

Jc  Street  railways,  186^206. 

1.  In  general,  186^188. 

2.  Abandonment,   189^201. 

8.  Discontinuance  for  winter,  202, 

4.  Seating  capacity;  number  of  oars,  208» 

5.  One-man  cars,  ^04,  205. 

6.  Skip  stops,  206, 
I.  Telephones,  207—235. 

1.  In  general,  207—212. 

2.  Extensions,  218—215. 

8.  Discontinuance  of  exchange,  216. 

4.  CuUing  of  wires,  217,  218. 

5.  Duty  of  operator  to  listen  in,  219. 
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XL  l—ixmtinued. 

6.  Prevention  of  prolonged  oonver&iMUonB,  920. 

7.  Emergency  oaXlSf  221. 

8.  Toll  service,  222,  223. 

9.  Party  lines,  224. 

(a)  In  general,  224,  226. 
(h)  Overloaded  lines,  226^230, 
10.  Physical  connection,  281-^285. 
m.  WatCTp  236-'243. 

1.  In  general,  236^238. 

2.  Extensions,  239,  240. 
a.  Purity,  241. 

4.  Fire  protection,  242,  243. 

I.  In  general. 

Violation  of  oompany't  charter  not  at  issue  on  review  of  order  re- 
quiring continuation  of  operation,  see  Appeal  akd  Review,  25. 

Effect  of  existing  service  on  necessity  for  procuring  certificate  of  con- 
venience for  operation  of  auto  bus  line,  see  Automobilbs,  12. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers,  see 

AXTTDMOBILRS,   16. 

Requiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of 
franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  15. 

Validity  of  contract  for  reduced  rates  in  consideration  of  services  ren- 
dered, see  Constitutional  Law,  70. 

Cost  of  service  as  factor  in  fixing  rates  or  return,  see  Cost  of  Service. 

Missouri  Commission  not  to  permit  competition  where  telephone  com- 
pany is  rendering  adequate  service,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 10. 

Service  of  existing  company  as  affecting  admission  of  competition,  see 
Monopoly  and  CoMPETmoN,  14-16. 

Character  of  existing  service  as  affecting  permission  to  municipal  plant 
to  compete  with  public  utility,  see  Monopoly  and  CoMPEnmoN, 
26-28. 

Payment  for,  see  Paymsnt. 

Effect  of  refusal  to  pay  where  no  service  has  been  rendered,  see  Pay- 
ment, 13. 

Complaint  as  to  poor  service  not  properly  considered  in  rate  case,  see 
Procedure,  11. 

Need  of  approval  of  rate  schedule  for  new  service,  see  Rates,  09. 

Cost  of  service  as  element  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates, 
136,  163-166. 

Optional  service  to  dispose  of  surplus  product,  see  Rates,  210. 

Refund  of  readiness  to  serve  charge  because  of  inadequate  service,  see* 
J     Reparation,  1. 

Value  of,  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  154- 
165. 

Utility  entitled  to  legal  rate  of  interest  although  such  rates  would 
exceed  value  of  service,  see  Return,  170. 
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Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 

return,  see  Return,  178-189. 
Emergency  increase  conditioned  on  rendering  adequate  service,  see  Rk-  . 

TURN,  274. 
Uncompensated  services  of  stockholders  and  officers  as  obligation  for 

which  stock  may  issue,  see  SBcURrrr  Issues,  19,  22. 

Annotation  on  service  generally,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  281. 

Annotation  on  adequacy  of  service,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  283. 

Annotation  on  effect  of  contract  to  render  service,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  285. 

Annotation  on  value  of  service  as  affecting  reasonableness  of  return, 
P.U.R.1939C,  p.  875. 

Annotation  on  character  of  service  and  efficiency  ajs  factors  to  be 
considered  in  determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
532;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  875;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  624;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  137. 

Discussion  as  to  what  constitutes  adequacy  of  service  generally. 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  100. 

1.  In  tiie  management  of  its  business  a  small  utility  cannot  be 
required  to  pay  for  that  attention  to  details  which  would  be  expected 
of  a  large  concern.  Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1910B, 
977. 

2.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  distributing  company  to  notify  the  Commis- 
sion promptly  of  a  failure  of  a  producing  or  supplying  company  to 
render  ^equate  service.  Tuckerton  v.  Tuckerton  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  998. 

3.  The  rules  relative  to  service  which  a  common  carrier  adopts  are 
presumptively  reasonable,  and  the  burden  of  establishing  their  unrea- 
sonableness is  on   him  who  assails  them.     Re  American  R.  Exp.  Co. 

(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  548. 

4.  The  Consolidate^  Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster  is 
•  within  its  corporate  rights  in  serving  water  outside  of  the  limits  of 

the   town.     Westminster   v.   Consolidated   Public   Utilities   Co.    (Md.) 
P.UJ1.1919E,  606. 

II,  Power  of  courts. 

Discussion  of  extent  of  court's  jurisdiction  over  service,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  547. 

5.  The  Louisiana  courts  are  without  jurisdiction  over  the  abandon- 
ment of  a  railroad  until  the  Commission  has  acted  upcm  a  petition  for 
discontinuance.  Brooks-Scanlon  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1  (S.  C.  144  La.  1086,  81  So.  727). 

6.  A  telephone  company  cannot  sue  in  a  court  of  equity  in  Michigan 
for  specific  performance  of  a  contract  with  anothw  telephone  com- 
pany with  reference  to  physical  connection  of  their  properties,  after 
the  Railroad  Commission  has  acquired  jurisdiction  of  the  controversy, 
except  as  provided  by  Public  Acts  1915,  No.  145  (Comp.  Laws  1915, 
§  8134).  Oceana  Farmers*  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  United  Home  Teleph. 
Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1919E,  40  (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  553), 
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III.  Juriadiction,  potcera,  and  duties  of  Commissions, 

a.  In  general. 

Limitation  of  power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  questions  of  service, 
see  Commissions,  33. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  discount  of  bills  because  of 
inadequate  service,  see  Rates,  112,  113. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  provide  rates  to  enable  utility  to  afford  ade- 
quate service,  see  Retubn,  8. 

Discussion  of  extent  of  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  service, 
P.U.R.1919A,  p.  647. 

Discussion  of  the  policy  of  the  Maryland  Commission  to  allow  rea- 
sonable rates  for  service  but  to  insist  upon  adequate  service,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  89. 

Discussion  of  illegality  of  attempt  to  change  service  rule  without 
statutory  notice  to  Commission,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  196. 

Discussion  as  to  duty  of  the  Commission  to  see  what  street  railways 
are  in  a  position  to  render  and  do  render  adequate  service  to  the  pub- 
lic, P.U.R.1919C,  p.  87. 

7.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  pass  upon  the  ap- 
plication of  a  street  railway  company  for  permission  to  operate  one- 
man  cars.  Re  Galesburg  R.  Lighting  &  P.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
602. 

8.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  jurisdiction  of  a  petition  for  the 
T^noval  of  elevated  trains  from  a  street  forming  one  side  of  a  loop, 
and  has  power  to  reroute  them  in  the  interest  of  public  service.  Gross- 
berg  V.  Union  Elev.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P,U.R.1919F,  23. 

9.  The  mere  fact  that  proceedings  looking  to  the  abandonment  of 
a  street  railway  system  are  pending  is  not  a  reasonable  objection  to 
an  order  of  the  Commission  requiring  the  making  of  repairs  to  street 
railway  tracks,  the  necessity  for  which  the  Commission,  in  its  judg- 
ment, has  found  to  exist.  Oswego  v.  Empire  State  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  362. 

h.  Effect  of  Federal  control  of  utility  * 

1,  Express, 

As  to  express  service  generally,  see  infra,  124,  125. 

10.  Federal  control  of  the  American  Railway  Express  does  not  extend 
to  intrastate  service,  at  least  since  Februai-y  20,  1919.  Re  American 
R.  Exp.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1019D.  751. 

2,  Railroads, 

As  to  service  by  railroads  generally,  see  infra,  144-184. 

11.  A  Commission  order  requiring  physical  connection  between  rail- 
road lines  cannot  be  enforced  without  the  consent  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment while  the  railroads  are  under  Federal  control.     Commercial 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 28. 
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Club  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1W9C,  62  (8.  C.  — 
S.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  149). 

12.  The  regulation  of  passenger  and  freight  facilities  at  stations 
does  not  in  any  substantial  way  affect  the  interstate  features  of  traffic, 
and  such  regulation  is  well  within  the  police  powers  of  the  several 
states.    Granville  v.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1019B,  718. 

13.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Missouri  Commission  to  require  adequate 
service  of  a  carrier  is  not  affected  by  the  act  of  Congress  providing 
for  the  operation  of  transportation  systems  while  under  Federal  control, 
except  so  far  as  any  requirements  as  to  service  may  affect  the  use  of 
the  railroad  for  military  purposes;  and  a  lawful  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion will  bind  the  railroad  and  all  agents  in  charge  thereof  while  imder 
Federal  control.  Scoggin  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1910A, 
15. 

14.  The  state  has  power  to  regulate  even  an  interstate  railrpad  in 
the  management  of  its  stations,  and  to  prevent  interference  with  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  provided  such  regulation  does  not  interfere 
with  the  powers  which  the  United  States  government  has  lawfully  as- 
sumed.   Himrod  Station  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (N.  T.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1. 

15.  The  Corporation  Commission  made  an  order  requiring  appellant 
to  construct  a  modern  fireproof  depot  in  the  city  of  Sayre,  from  which 
order  appellant  appeals.  It  appearing  to  the  court  that  the  United 
States  government  has  taken  charge  of  appellant's  system  of  railway, 
and  is  now  operating  same,  in  view  of  this  situation  the  order  of 
submission  is  set  aside,  and  the  cause  continued  until  further  order  of 
the  court.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  ▼.  State  (Okla.)  P.UJL1919D, 
443  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  180  Pac  250). 

S,  TelephoneM, 

As  to  service  by  telephones  generally,  see  infra,  207-235. 

16.  The  Missouri  statute  authorizing  the  Commission  to  order  a 
physical  connection  of  telephone  lines  cannot  be  invoked  against  the 
Postmaster  General  or  a  telephone  company  under  Federal  control. 
Re  Farmers'  &  M.  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  971. 

e.  Effect  of  action  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

17.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Maine  Commission  over  local  express 
delivery  service  is  not  affected,  nor  will  it  be  influenced  by  the  action 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  authorizing  the  discontinuance 
of  such  service,  especially  where  the  order  specifically  provides  that 
it  is  to  be  without  effect  upon  any  subsequent  proceedings  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Re  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  761. 

d.  Effect  of  service  franchise  or  contract. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  notwithstanding  contract,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  87-90. 
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18.  Provisions  of  a  franchise  ordinance  are  immatenal  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  adequacy  of  public  utility  service;  the  Illinois  Commission's 
standards  of  service  being  applicable  to  all  utilities  operating  in  the 
state.  Jerseyville  v.  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  256. 

19.  A  valid  contract  between  telephone  companies  for  the  division  of 
territory  does  not  prevent  the  Wisconsin  Commission  from  ordering 
service  contrary  to  the  provisions  thereof,  where  public  convenience  and 
necessity  reqirtre  it.  Re  Interurban  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1919D, 
800. 

e.  Power  to  require  rendering  of  adequate  service* 

20.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  Commission  to  furnish  any  relief  in  its 
power  when  it  appears  that  there  is  danger  that  a  conununity  will  be 
deprived  of  its  transportation  facilities.  Re  New  York  State  R.  Ck). 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  765. 

21.  Neither  the  rights  of  the  holders  of  securities  of  a  public 
utility,  nor  the  fear  of  driving  such  utility  into  bankruptcy  through 
the  withholding  of  necessary  funds,  should  ever  be  permitted  by  a 
Public  Service  Commission  to  cause  it  to  lose  sight  of  the  pi^imary 
obligation  of  the  utility  to  render  adequate  service  to  the  public,  par- 
ticularly .where  the  utility  enjoys  a  monopoly.  Re  United  R.  &  Electric 
Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  74. 

22.  The  state  of  Nevada  has  the  power  to  require  a  railway,  which 
has  been  earning  a  reasonable  return,  to  perform  its  common-law 
obligations  to  the  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees  are  on  a  strike, ' 
where  the  employees  have  consented  to  return  to  work  on  a  definite 
wage  schedule  pending  a  final  determination  of  all  matters  In  relation 
thereto.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Nevada  Northern  R.  Co.  (Nev.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  334. 

23.  The  New  Jersey  statute  confers  authority  upon  the  Board  of 
Public  Utility  Commissioners  and  makes  it  its  duty  to  see  that  its 
standards  of  service  are  maintained,  alike  by  public  utilities,  and  by 
municipalities  engaged  in  operating  public  utilities,  so  that  the  public 
served  may  be  insured  of  safe,  adequate,  and  proper  service.  Re  Madison 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  643. 

/.  Over  extension  of  service. 

As  to  extensions  of  service  generally,  see  infra,  68-78. 

24.  The  extension  of  facilities  in  municipalities  is  within  the  original 
and   exclusive   jurisdiction    of   municipal   councils   under   the   Indiana 
statutes,  and  the  Commission  has  jurisdiction  only  to  review  the  act 
or  failure  to  act  of  such  councils.    Fisher  v.  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  . 
E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  683. 

g.  Over  abandonment  of  service* 
1,  In  general. 

As  to  abandonment  of  service  generally,  see  infra,  89-1 07, 
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Abandonment  of  railroad  service,  see  infra,  148-155. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  see  infra,  189-201. 

Jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission  to  prevent  ronoval  or  aban- 
donment of  a  railroad,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  3. 

25.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power,  in  a  proper  case,  to  re- 
lieve a  utility  from  rendering  further  service  to  the  public,  but  will 
exercise  this  power  with  great  caution.  Re  Marshfield  Electric  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  572. 

26.  The  power  to  authorize  the  abandonment  of  the  branch  line  of 
a  railroad  cannot  be  implied  from  the  power  to  authorize  the  abandon- 
ment of  a  passenger  station.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Go.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  275. 

27.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  is  without  jurisdio 
tion  to  authorize  the  abandonment  of  the  Bushwick  branch  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad,  since  the  Commission  ha^  not  been  authorized 
to  alter  or  destroy  an  obligation  raised  by  operation  of  law.  Be  Long 
Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  275. 

28.  Among  the  chief  duties  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, First  District,  is  that  of  helping  the  adjustment  of  trans- 
portation to  changing  conditions,  and,  therefore,  if  the  operation  of 
new  transit  lines  should  result  in  rendering  a  considerable  number 
of  existing  surface  lines  obsolete,  the  Commission  must  be  ready  to 
sanction  the  abandonment,  and  should  have  power  to  require  the  dis- 
continuance of  their  operation.  Re  Belt  Line  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  66. 

29.  The  New  York  Public  Service  Commission,  First  District,  has 
no  authority  to  condition  its  approval  of  the  abandonment  of  service 
by  a  street  railway  company  upon  relieving  the  company  from  legal 
obligations  as  to  the  removal  of  tracks,  the  maintenance  of  pavement, 
and  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  repaving,  these  being  mattes  for 
adjustment  between  the  city  and  the  company.  Re  Belt  Line  R.  Corp. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919D,  56. 

30.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  in  authorizing  the 
abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  cannot  refuse  to  allow  the 
company  to  retain  a  portion  of  its  route,  since  the  Commission  has 
no  power  to  compel  a  street  surface  railroad  to  abandon  any  portion 
of  its  franchise  route  without  its  consent.  Re  Belt  Line  R.  Corp.  (N. 
Y.)   P.U.R.1919D,  56. 

31.  A  public  service  corporation  which  is  chartered  under  the  laws 
of  the  state  to  perform  a  public  service  cannot  dismantle  its  property 
and  discontinue  such  service  without  the  consent  of  the  state.  Re 
Parkville  Oil  &  Gas  a>.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A.  502. 

32.  The  Public  Service  Commission  of  Missouri  has  been  delegated* 
the  power  of  the  state  to  authorize  a  public  utility  to  discontinue 
service  as  the  facts  may  warrant,  since  such  power  is  necessarily 
implied  in  the  broad  and  comprehensive  powers  conferred  upon  the 
Commission  over  the  rates  and  service  of  utilities.  Re  Parkville  Oil 
&  Gas  Co.    (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  502. 

33.  Regardless  of  the  question  whether  or  not  it  has  power  to  au- 
thorize a  utility  to  discontinue  all  service,  the  Maine  Commissioa  has 
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implied  power  to  authorize  a  utility  rendering  both  gas  and  electric 
service  to  discontinue  ^e  gas  business^  where  it  was  being  conducted 
at  a  loss  aad  its  continuance  would  result  either  in  throwing  a  sub- 
stantial burden  upon  the  electric  patrons  or  in  impairing  the  utility's 
ability  to  render  any  service.  Be  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
IDigA,  487. 

2*  To  require  resutnption  of  service. 

See  also  infra,  35-37. 

34.  The  California  Railroad  Commission,  and  not  the  municipal 
authorities  of  the  city  of  San  Francisco,  has  jurisdiction  to  compel  a 
water  utility  to  resume  a  service  within  the  boundaries  of  the  munic- 
ipality, which  it  had  arbitrarily  discontinued.  ]>wight  v.  Lyon  &  Hoag 
<CaL)   P.U.R.1919F,  519. 

3.  Conflicting  court  and  Commission  jurisdiction. 

35.  While  the  Missouri  Commission  has  power,  in  a  proper  case,  to 
order  resumption  of  serv^ice  by  a  railroad  company,  notwithstanding  an 
order  of  a  court  to  its  receiver  to  the  contrary,  it  is  the  purpose  of  the 
Commission  to  avoid  imseemly  conflict  with  other  tribunals  in  deal- 
ing with  such  cases.  Hinkle-Statler  Mercantile  Co.  v.  Cape  Girardeau 
J^.  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  494. 

36.  A  railroad  company  cannot  abandon  its  service  in  Pennsylvania 
without  the  consent  of  the  Commission,  notwithstanding  the  company 
hra  obtained  a  decree  from  the  court  of  common  pleas  authorizing  such 
discontinuance.  Oswayo  Chemical  Co.  v.  New  York  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  690. 

37.  A  court  of  equity  cannot,  upon  foreclosure  proceedings,  order  a 
receiver  of  a  railroad  company  to  abandon  service  and  dispose  of  tho 
property  without  the  consent  of  the  Colorado  Commission;  since  under 
the  Public  Utilities  Act,  the  Commission  has  exclusive  jurisdiction 
to  determine  whether  a  railroad  company  may  abandon  service  upon 
and  dismantle  a  railroad  lying  wholly  within  the  state.  People  ex  rel. 
Hubbard  v.  Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  642  (S.  C. 
—  Colo.  — ,  178  Pac.  6). 

h.  To  entertain  complaint  as  to  electrolysis  of  water  maitis, 

38.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  jurisdiction,  under  §  57  of  the  Public 
Service  Act^  relating  to  the  reasonableness,  adequacy,  and  safety  of 
service,  of  a  complaint  by  a  gas  company  of  injury  to  its  service 
caused  by  the  alleged  unnecessary  escape  of  electricity  due  to  an 
improper  method  of  providing  for  a  return  trolley  circuit,  although 
the  question  of  past  damages  is  for  the  courts.  Re  Brazil  Gas  Co. 
<Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  810. 

i.  To  restrict  use  of  natural  gas. 

As  to  natural  gas  service  generally,  see  infra,  139-142. 
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39.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  power  to  order  the  discontinuance 
of  service  of  natural  gas  to  industries,  where  the  supply  is  insufficient 
to  serve  both  the  industries  and  the  domestic  consumers.  Re  Knights- 
town  Natural  Gas  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R,1919F,  667. 

40.  The  New  York  Commissions  have  no  authority  to  limit  the 
consumption  of  natural  gas  during  certain  months  to  domestic  con-, 
sumers,  notwithstanding  the  supply  is  inadequate  for  all,  since  such 
power  is  not  to  be  implied  from  its  jurisdiction  over  rates  and  regu- 
lations, over  the  safety  and  adequacy  of  equipment  or  appliances,  the 
illuminating  power,  purity,  pressure,  or  price  of  gaa,  and  the  improve- 
ment in  its  manufacture  or  distribution,  and  in  the  methods  employed 
by  the  utility.  Peeople  ex  rel.  Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Public 
Service  Conunission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  944  (S.  C.  188  App.  Div. 
36,  176  N.  y.  Supp.  163). 

j.  To  require  stopping  of  interstate  trains, 

41.  Where  reasonable  and  adequate  local  passenger  service  is  afforded 
a  community  by  a  railroad  company,  a  through  interstate  passenger 
train  cannot  be  required  to  stop  and  perform  local  service.  Chicago^ 
R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  V.  State  (Okla.)  P.UJt.l919A,  385  (S.  C.  —  Okla. 
— ,  176  Pac.  199). 

42.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  vested  with  plenary  power  to  com- 
pel a  railroad  company  to  stop  an  interstate  train  at  a  point  on  its 
line,  within  the  state,  if  it  is  not  otherwise  furnishing  reasonable 
proper,  and  adequate  interstate  service  to  that  point  and  locality.  State 
ex  rel.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  622  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  386). 

h.  To  regulate  station  facilities. 

As  to  station  facilities  generally,  see  infra,  161-175. 

43.  The  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  have  no  general  cf  in- 
lierent  powers  authorizing  them  to  require  railroad  companies  to 
establish  stations  at  plfu:es  not  possessing  the  requisites  described  in 
the  statutes.  Aandahl  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (N.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
434  (S.  C.  —  N.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  628). 

44.  Where  a  railroad  company  establishes  a  stopping  place  for 
receiving  and  discharging.passengers,  the  Railroad  Commissioners  hare 
authority  .to  require  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a  platform 
and  building  sufficient  for  the  accommodation  of  such  traffic.  Aandahl 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (N.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  484  (S.  C.  —  N.  D. 
— ,  171  N.  W.  628). 

46.  Aside  from  any  question  of  the  validity  and  applicability  of 
a  building  ordinance,  the  Commission  may  properly  take  into  consider- 
ation the  impropriety  of  perpetuating  a  fire  hazard  in  the  center 
of  the  city,  in  ordering  the  construction  of  a  new  depot.  Commercial 
Club  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  A  O.  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919D,  417  {S. 
C.  —  Minn.  — ,  171  N.  W.  312). 

46.  A  statute  giving  a  Commission  jurisdiction  over  service  of 
a  railroad  company,  and  authorizing  it  to  require  reasonable  facilities,. 
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must  be  liberally  construed  according  to  the  true  spirit  and  intend- 
ment of  tlie  statute,  as  read  in  light  of  and  interpreted  by  the  reasons 
underlying  it,  keeping  in  mind  the  furtherance  of  the  benefits  sought 
by  the  legislation  and  the  retarding  of  the  mischief  struck  at.  Lusk 
V,  Public  Serrioe  Commission  (Mo.)  P.UJL1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo. 
— ,  210  S.  W.  72). 

47.  The  MissouTi  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  the  re- 
routing of  trains  where  incident  to  the  stopping  of  such  trains,  in 
order  to  render  reasonably  adequate  service  to  a  town,  especially  where 
such  rerouting  is  but  the  re-establishment  of  the  service  formerly 
rendered  by  the  company.  Lusk  v.  Public  Service  Commissiim  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  186  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72). 

I.  To  regulate  contract  'between  hridge  and  railroad  companiea. 

48.  A  contract  by  which  a  railroad  company  is  authorized  to  run  its 
oars  over  a  toll  bridge  is  one  relating  to  public  service,  and  therefore 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission.  Lehigh  Val- 
ley Transit  Co.  y.  New  Street  Bridge  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  696. 

nt.  To  require  physical  connecti€m  of  telephones. 

As  to  physical   ccmnection   between   telephones   generally^   see   infra, 
231-236. 

'  49.  The  Corporation  Commission  is  without  authority  to  arbitrarily 
require  two  competing  telephone  companies  to  establish  a  physical 
connection  between  their  exchanges  and  toll  lines,  under  rules  and 
regulations  which  are  unfair,  and  which  work  a  discrimination  against 
the  subscribers  of  either  company.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 
State  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  644  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  177  Pac  580). 

50.  The  North  Dakota  Commission  has  the  power,  in  a  proper  case, 
to  order  the  physical  connection  of  two  telephone  exchanges,  although 
they  are  owned  by  the  same  corporation.  Re  Northwestern  Teleph. 
Exch.  Co.   (N.  D.)   P.U.R.1919C,  37. 

61.  The  North  Dakota  Commission  has  the  power  to  order  the 
physical  connection  of  two  telephone  systems,  although  they  may  be  en- 
gaged in  interstate  commerce,  since  such  physical  connection,  unless  so 
unreasonable  as  to  become  a  direct  burden,  is  not  a  burden  upon  inter- 
state commerce.  Re  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (N.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  37. 

n.  To  restrict  telephone  competition  as  to  present  suhscrihers. 

62.  In  ordering  a  telephone  company  to  furnish  longdistance  serv- 
ice to  the  patrons  of  a  local  company,  the  Nebraska  Commission  has 
power  to  forbid  either  company  from  furnishing  local  service  to  any 
present  local  subscribers  of  the  other  company.  Blackledge  v.  Farm- 
ers Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919D,  211. 

IV*  Duty  to  render  service. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  unincorporated  association  to  render 
service,  see  Mandamus,  8. 
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Annotation  on  duty  of  utility  to  render  service,  P.U.R.191»E, 
p.  282. 

Annotation  on  mandamus  to  compel  utility  to  render  service, 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  249. 

Discussion  of  duty  of  public  utility  having  been  given  extraor- 
dinary powers,  to  render  service  to  the  public,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  337. 

Discussion  of  the  mutual  obligations  and  rights  of  public,  com- 
pany, and  employees  with  reference  to  wages  and  other  matters  affect- 
ing the  rendering  of  adequate  ser^'ice,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  341. 

Statement  of  rule  that  shippers  were  entitled  at  common  law  to 
reasonable  service,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  639. 

53.  No  rules  which  a  titility  may  adopt  can  relieve  it  of  its  obliga- 
tion to  furnish  service  which  is  reasonably  safe  and  adequate.  West- 
minster V.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.    (Md.)   P.U.R.1919E,  606. 

54.  If  the  earnings  are  sufficient,  the  company  must  be  prepared 
to  render  proper  service  as  required  by  the  Commission.  Re  Lincoln 
Traction  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (S.  C.  —  Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W. 
192). 

55.  A  street  railway  company  in  return  for  fair  rates  must  keep  its 
tracks  in  repair  and  give  proper  attention  to  the  upkeep  of  its  road- 
bed.    Re  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919A,  268. 

56.  An  electric  company  cannot  be  required  to  furnish  service  to  a 
railway  company  at  a  loss,  merely  because  the  latter  company  will 
otherwise  be  compelled  to  suspend  operation.  Re  Long  Island  Light- 
ing Co.  (N.  y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  881. 

57.  The  cost  and  difficulty  of  furnishing  a  particular  kind  of  service, 
although  factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  are  immaterial  on 
the  question  of  whether  the  service  should  be  granted  or  refused.  Ack- 
er, M.  &  C.  Co.  V.  New  York  Edison  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  278. 

58.  A  gas  company  may  be  required  to  place  its  plant  in  proper 
operating  condition  before  the  granting  of  an  application  for  higher 
rates.  De  Kalb  v.  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1910A, 
261. 

69.  No  increase  in  rates  should  be  granted  unless  a  public  utility 
company  undertakes  forthwith  to  make  repairs  and  replacements  neces- 
sary to  enable  it  to  render  adequate  service.  Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)    P.U.R.19inC,  763. 

60.  Stockholders  should  not  be  permitted  to  withdraw  funds  needed 
for  the  purpose  of  discharging  a  public  utility  company's  obligations 
to  the  public,  until  such  times  as  such  obligations  have  been  fully 
performed.     Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919C.  763. 

61.  Mandamus  will  not  lie  to  compel  the  resumption  of  street  car 
service  discontinued  on  account  of  a  strike,  if  the  company  cannot  take 
the  strikers  back  without  the  payment  of  a  large  sum  for  a  retroactive 
scale  of  wages,  which  the  company  does  not  have  and  cannot  borrow. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  210   (S.  C.  224  N.  Y.  631,  120  N.  E.  727). 

62.  Paragraph  2  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  March  4,  1913  (37  Stat. 
at  L.  974,  chap.  150),  imposes  upon  utilities  in  direct  terms  for  the 
benefit  of  all  the  people,  the  common-law  duty  which  it  owea,  as  a 
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calling  impressed  witli  a  public  interest,  to  furnish  reasonable  service 
at  reasonable  rates.    Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

F*  Conditions  precedent  to  rendering  service, 

a.  Burchmse  of  water  right, 

63.  A  public  service  water  company  cannot  charge  for  a  water 
right  in  addition  to  its  established  rate  as  a  condition  precedent  to 
service,  but  such  charges  might  be  viewed  as  an  advance  on  account  of 
rates.    Re  Citizens  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  523. 

5.  Deposits, 

Consumers'  deposits  on  extensions,  see  infra,  82-85. 
Deposits  to  cover  cost  of  meters,  see  infra,  111,  112. 

64.  A  public  utility  cannot  require  a  deposit  or  advance  of  a  sum 
of  money  from  a  customer  it  is  already  serving,  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  furnishing  him  with  additional  service  of  the  same  kind, 
and  of  the  kind  it  is  supplying  to  others  without  such'  requirement, 
on  the  theory  that  the  customer's  demand  is  beyond  the  capacity  of 
the  existing^  facilities  of  the  utility  and  therefore  an  extension  of 
service  beyond  reasonable  limits;  since  it  is  the  duty  of  the  comi>any 
to  provide  adequate  facilities  without  discrimination  for  supplying 
the  service  requirements  of  its  consumers.  Jackson  Oo.  y.  Edison  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919B,  306. 

65.  A  deposit  to  cover  the  cost  of  additional  equipment  necessary 
to  enable  a  utility  to  render  the  service  demanded  cannot  be  required 
under  the  Illinois  statutes,  where  similar  deposits  are  not  required 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  rendering  similar  service,  and  where  the 
schedules  of  the  company  contain  no  provision  for  such  a  deposit. 
Farmersville  Co-op.  Elevator  Co.  v.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  886. 

VI»  Courtesy  to  patronB. 

66.  Until  a  gas  company's  executive  officers  themselves  acquire  a 
proper  conception  of  the  duties  the  company  owes  the  public  and  the 
right  of  its  consumers,  a  proper  attitude  of  employees  in  the  meter 
reading  and  adjusting  departments  towards  those  of  the  consumers  with 
"Whom  they  come  in  direct  contact  cannot  be  expected.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

67.  A  public  utility  should  not  be  relieved  of  its  responsibility  for 
Ihe  fair  and  courteous  treatment  of  its  consumers  in  the  matter  of 
complaints,  by  the  appointment  by  a  Conunission  of  a  competent  and 
experienced  adjuster,  compensated  by  the  company,  having  final  author- 
ity to  adjust  complaints  and  to  determine  policies  affecting  the  public. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ▼.  Peoples  Gaslight  k  Coke  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  197. 
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Vll'  ExtenMon  of  service* 

a.  In  general. 

As  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  extension  of  service,  see  supra,  24. 
Increase  in  rates  of  natural  gas  company  as  dependent  upon  extension 
of  facilities,  see  Rates,  288. 

Annotation  on  extension  of  service,  P.U.Pi.lOinE,  p.  285. 
Annotation  on  extensions  of  service  in  war  time,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
597. 

68.  The  reasonableness  of  extensions  of  service  by  a  public  utility 
cannot  be  settled  by  contract,  but  must  be  determined  from-  the 
necessity  therefor  imder  all  of  the  facts  in  connection  therewith.  New 
Castle  V.  New  Castle  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  776. 

69.  Neither  the  alleged  inadequacy  of  a  gas  rate,  nor  the  fact  that 
another  company  interfered  with  the  gas  utility's  customers  on  a  neigh- 
boring street,  furnishes  a  suificient  ground  for  the  refusal  to  extend  gaa 
mains  to  supply  a  new  residential  street.  Wickett  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  594. 

70.  The  California  Conunission  will  not  require  an  irrigation  com- 
pany to  construct  additional  facilities  so  as  to  extend  its  service,  where 
the  parties  mostly  to  be  benefited  by  such  extension  will  not  grant  to 
the  utility  rights  of  way  except  at  exorbitant  prices.     Boyce  v.  Pacific 

-  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  532. 

71.  The  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  utility  to  show  why  improve- 
ments and  extensions  should  not  be  made,  where,  upon  an  application 
therefor,  the  existing  demand  and  the  probable  revenue  to  be  derived 
are. shown.  Walters  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Coi  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919F, 
648. 

72.  An  objection  by  a  gas  company  to  the  extension  of  service  on  the 
ground  of  lack  of  supply  is  invalid  where  it  appears  that  the  company 
has  recently  increased  its  capacity  nearly  50  per  cent,  has  made  only  a 
nominal  amount  of  extensions  during  the  preceding  year,  and  is  at  pres- 
ent making  further  extensions.  Widcett  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.)  P.UJ1.1919A, 
594. 

h.  Extensions  in  tear  time* 

73.  Compliance  with  the  request  of  the  Federal  government  that 
none  but  the  most  necessary  extensions  of  public  service  facilities  should 
be  ordered  in  war  time  does  not  require  the  denial  of  a  petition  for  ex- 
tension of  gas  mains  to  a  new  residential  street,  especially  where  the 
company  is  engaged  in  making  extensions  no  more  urgent  than  that 
requested.    Wickett  v.  Judge  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  594. 

74.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  require  a  street  railway 
company  to  make  certain  requested  extensions  where  financial  and 
businesB  conditions  are  extremely  imcertain.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

o.  Duty  of  utility  having  monopoly. 

75.  Protection  afforded  a  utility  from  competition  in  its  territory 
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implies  the  duty  on  its  part  to  make  reasonable  and  proper  improve- 
ments and  extensions  of  service  to  meet  the  demand  in  such  territory 
as  it  develops.  Walters  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  648. 

76.  A  utility  which  is  the  only  source  from  which  electric  power  can 
he  obtained  in  a  particular  locality  cannot  refuse  a  reasonable  demand 
for  service  on  the  ground  that  it  has  not  contracted  with  the  appli- 
cant to  extent  such  service,  since  such  a  company  cannot  be  permitted 
to  dominate  a  certain  field  and  then  allowed  to  say  how  far  and  to 
what  extent  it  will  render  service.  States  Metals  Co.  v.  Chatham  Elec- 
tric L.  H.  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  750. 

77.  A  utility  operating  imder  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  neces- 
sity in  a  given  district  does  not  fulfil  its  full  duty  when  it  merely 
extendi  to  and  ab^rbs  business  which  has  developed  to  a  point  which 
will  at  once  return  a  satisfactory  profit,  but  it  must  make  an  effort  to 
create  and  develop  new  business.  Walters  ▼•  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(Idaho)   P.U.R.1919F,  648. 

d.  Consideration  of  prospective  return* 

See  also  supra,  77. 

All  extensions  of  service  not  necessarily  to  be  self  sustaining,  see  Kb- 
TURN,   199. 

78.  In  determining  the  cost  of  service  to  a  group  of  prospective 
consumers  demanding  an  extension,  it  is  improper  to  consider  the  ex- 
tension as  an  entirely  independent  unit  which  must  bear  its  own  fixed 
charges  and  also  the  full  percentage  of  operating  expenses  r^ardless 
of  its  connecticm  with  the  rest  of  the  system.  Re  Cumberland  County 
Power  &  Light  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  966^ 

79.  A  public  utility  cannot  select  and  serve  only  the  profitable 
patrons,  but  should  consider  its  obligation  to  serve  the  entire  district 
described  in  its  charter,  and  should  so  plan  its  afi^airs  as  to  be  able 
to  do  so  within  reasonable  limits.  New  Castle  v.  New  Castle  Water  Co. 
(Pa).  P.U.R.1919C,  776. 

80.  Service  should  be  rendered  in  all  parts  of  any  given  territory 
having  a  demand  therefor,  where  it  is  reasonably  feasible  to  do  so; 
and  the  cost  of  service  should  be  fairly  and  equitably  distributed  among 
all  the  patrons;  and  any  extraordinary  cost  of  serving  any  particular 
group  demanding  the  extension  of  such  service  should,  within  reason- 
able limits,  be  borne  by  such  group.  Re  Cumberland  Coimty  Power  & 
Light  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919E,  966. 

81.  Rates  should  not  be  fixed  high  enough  to  enable  a  water  com- 
pany to  make  at  its  own  expense  extensions  of  service  into  considerable 
areas  of  undeveloped  territory.  Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

e.  Consumer's  deposits. 

Deposit  as  condition  of  rendering  service,  see  supra,  64,  65. 
Deposit  to  cover  cost  of  meters,  see  infra,  111,  112. 
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Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchasing 
bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  79. 

82.  A  change  in  the  amount  of  deposit  required  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  the  extension  of  mains  beyond  the  limit  required  by  franchise 
should  not  be  made  in  Wisconsin  without  filing  the  same  with  the 
Commission.  West  AUis  v.  West  Allis  Gas  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
370. 

88.  It  appearing  that  a  utility  company  without  the  consent  of  the 
Commission  had  adopted  rules  increasing  the  amount  of  deposits  re- 
quired as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  extension  o/  service,  and  had 
permitted  extensions  to  be  made  without  deposit  to  persons  who  had 
purchased  a  specified  amount  of  utility  bonds,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion recommended  that  the  company  forthwith  re£und  deposits  in 
excess  of  the  requirement  of  its  legal  rules,  with  interest  at  6  per 
cent,  and  permit  purchasers  of  the  bonds  to  surrender  them  at  full 
value  if  they  shall  so  desire.  Snyder  v.  Waukesha  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  669. 

84.  An  extension  of  electric  service  which  A  company  would  other- 
wise be  required  to  make  cannot  be  withheld  because  of  refusal  of  the 
prospective  consumers  to  make  a  deposit  to  cover  the  cost  of  additional 
plant  equipment  necessitated  by  the  increased  demand.  Richards  v» 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  445. 

85.  Additional  facilities  necessary  to  enable  an  electric  utility 
to  supply  current  for  elevator  motors  cannot  be  considered  as  an 
extension  of  service  within  the  Illinois  Commission's  rule  31,  authoriz- 
ing utilities  to  require  a  deposit  of  the  cost  of  extensions  beyond  the 
free  limit.  Farmersville  Co-op.  Elevator  Co.  v.  Central  Ulinoig  Pub. 
Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  836. 

/.  Payment  of  coat  hy  eonminiers. 

86.  The  fact  that  a  gas  and  electric  company  is  operating  at  a 
loss  does  not  justify  a  refusal  to  make  an  electric  extension  until  the 
cost  of  such  extension  is  paid  for  in  full  by  the  applicant,  where  the 
electrical  business  of  the  company  is  not  improfitable,  especially  where 
the  company  is  the  only  one  rendering  service  in  the  locality.  Rosso- 
magno  v.  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  159. 

87.  A  public  utility  company  cannot  require  prospective  consumers  to 
pay  the  additional  cost  of  extensions  necessitated  by  abnormal  con- 
ditions, although  high  prices,  scarcity  of  labor,  and  difficulty  in  secur- 
ing capital,  may  be  taken  into  consideration  in  determining  the 
reasonableness  of  the  proposed  extension.  Horton  v.  Shenango  Valley 
Electric  light  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  908. 

88.  To  require  petitioners  for  a  necessary  and  reasonable  extension 
of  gas  service  to  advance  the  cost  of  the  main,  and  to  bond  themselves 
to  continue  the  use  of  gas  for  a  definite  period,  would  be  of  doubtful 
justice  where  complainants  are  not  the  sole  beneficiaries  of  the  proposed 
extension.    Wickett  y.  Judge  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919A,  694. 
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VIII.  Ahandonment  and  discontinuance* 

a.  In  general. 

As  to  jurisdiction  of  Ck>mmi88ion  over  abandonment  of  service,  see  supra, 
2&-37. 

Abandonment  of  railroad  service,  see  infra,  148-155. 

Abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  see  infra,  189-201. 

Discontinuance  for  nonpayment,  see  Payment,  12-18. 

Not  to  be  discontinued  after  tender  of  payment,  see  Payment,  14. 

Right  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of  stock- 
holder to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

Annotation  on  abandonment  of  service,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  286. 
Statement  that  a  utility  must  bear  the  loss  of  the  investment  where 
it  discontinues  service,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  491. 

89.  In  view  of  the  obligation  which  a  public  utility  undertakes  to 
perform  in  return  for  the  rights  granted  to  it  by  the  public,  it  is  a  rule 
of  law  that  it  should  not  be  permitted  to  abandon  service  except  for 
sound  equitable  reasons  after  a  fair  and  reasonable  trial  at  operation. 
Re  Parkville  Oil  &  Gas  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  602. 

90.  Upon  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of  the  gas  department  of 
a  utility,  the  Maine  Commission  stated  that  if  at  any  time  while  the 
utility  is  'inoperative,  another  company,  properly  organized  and  capi- 
talized, should  ask  for  permission  to  enter  the  field,  it  would  be  given 
prompt  hearing,  and  granted  permission  if  the  facts  warranted  it,  and 
would  be  required  at  most  to  purchase  of  the  present  company,  if  it 
was  willing  to  sell,  only  such  parts  of  its  plant  as  would  be  useful  in 
the  business,  and  only  for  the  fair  value,  at  normal  unit  costs,  of  the 
physical  property  in  place,  without  any  allowance  for  franchise  or  other 
intangible  values.     Re  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919A,  487. 

91.  The  Colorado  Commission  refused  to  defer  making  an  order  with 
reference  to  the  abandonment  of  a  railroad  until  the  court,  in  a  fore- 
closure proceeding,  should  require  the  railroad  to  be  ofifcred  at  public 
sale  as  a  going  concern.  Park  County  v.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  592. 

92.  On  the  question  of  whether  a  railroad  should  be  permitted  to 
be  abandoned,  the  amount  of  annual  depreciation  should  be  considered, 
notwithstanding  no  charge  has  been  made  to  a  depreciation  reserve 
on  the  books  of  the  company.  Re  Denver,  B.  &  W.  R,  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  9. 

h.  Operation  at  a  lo88. 

1,  In  general, 

93.  A  public  utility,  necessarily  operating  at  a  loss,  cannot  be 
denied  the  right  to  abandon  operation  on  the  theory  that  its  service  is 
not  what  it  should  be;  since  first-class  service  cannot  be  expected  froip 
a  company  that  is  not  prosperous.  Re  Exeter,  H.  &  A.  Street  R.  Co.  (N. 
H.)   P.U.R.1919B,  261. 

94.  A  railway  company  should  be  permitted  to  abimdon  operation 
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if  it  is  impossible  to  make  the  road  pay  operating  expenses,  taxes,  re- 
newals, and  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property, 
and  it  needs  a  large  sum  for  improvements  necessary  to  make  opera- 
tion safe,  and  is  without  funds  and  credit.  Re  Exeter,  H.  &  A.  Street  R. 
Co.    (N.  H.)   P.U.R.1910B,  251. 

95.  A  railway  company  operating  at  a  loss  was  authorized  to  dis- 
continue operation  temporarily  on  the  whole  or  any  part  of  its  system 
upon  three  days'  public  notice.  Re  Exeter,  H.  &  A.  Street  R.  Co.  (X.  H.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  251. 

96.  Discontinuance  of  street  railway  service  in  a  city  was  authorized 
wiiere  the  traffic  was  insufTicient  to  produce  revenue  enouuh  to  meet 
operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  excluding  entirely  the  items  of 
depreciation  and  interest  on  investment.  Re  Fresno  Interurban  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  684. 

97.  A  railway  compay  will  not  be  allowed  to  abandon  a  portion  of 
its  line,  although  operated  at  a  loss,  where  it  appears  that  the  right 
of  way  was  donated,  and  that  the  company  accepted  a  sum  in  cash  and 
guaranteed  regular  and  continued  service,  and  tliat  in  reliance  thereon, 
property  has  been  sold  and  residences  constructed  in  the  neighborhood 
of  the  line.     Re  Boise  R.  Co.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1919B,  958. 

98.  While  mere  financial  loss  is  not  controlling  on  the  question  of 
abandonment  of  service,  a  railroad  company  should  be  allowed  to  dis- 
continue  a  branch  line  operated  at  considerable  loss,  which  must  be 
made  up  by  the  general  shipping  public  using  other  lines,  where  it 
appears  that  the  line  may  be  abandoned  without  substantial  injury  to 
the  public.    Re  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919B,  704. 

99.  The  owners  of  a  public  utility  are  not  required  to  sacrifice  it  to 
the  public  use,  and,  where  abandonment  becomes  imperative,  should 
have  reasonable  opportunity  to  take  advantage  of  the  market;  but  hav- 
ing voluntarily  occupied  the  fields  and  induced  the  public  to  rely  upon 
the  service,  they  should  not,  on  the  other  hand,  act  in  such  an  arbi- 
trary manner  as  to  cause"  unreasonable  loss  ^nd  inconvenience  to  the 
public.    Re  Coburn  S.  B.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  71. 

100.  The  continued  operation  of  a  utility  cannot  be  required  where 
it  has  been  an  unprofitable  financial  undertaking,  notwithstanding  a 
great  many  interests  would  be  afl'ected  by  the  abandonment.  Re  Denver, 
B.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  9. 

101.  Approval  of  a  petition  of  a  utility  to  abandon  its  service  should 
not  be  withheld  merely  on  the  ground  that  its  losses  resulted  from 
bad  management,  if  such  management  was  not  deliberately  practised 
to  depress  earnings;  since  it  is  the  province  of  the  owners,  and  not 
of  a  Commission,  to  manage  and  control  the  business  of  a  utility.  R'3 
Denver,  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1919F,  9. 

102.  The  fact  that  an  unprofitable  public  utility  is  unable  to  pav 
wages  equal  to  those  paid  workmen  employed  by  similar  utilities  is 
an  added  reason  why  it  should  no  longer  be  required  to  continue  in  the 
public  service.    Re  Denver,  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  9. 

.  103.  An  electric  utility  should  be  allowed  to  abandon  service  rather 
than  ordered  to  increase  its  rates,  where  it  appears  that,  in  order  to 
meet  out  of  pocket  expenses,  it  would  have  to  advance  its  charges  to 
at  least  30  cents  per  kilowatt  hour,  an  increase  of  100  per  cent  over 
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existing  rates,  assmning  tliat  such  increase  would  cause  no  reduction 
in  consumption.    Re  Marshfield  Electric  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  572. 

j9«  Consutnera*  guaranty  against  loss. 

104.  An  J  guaranty  by  consumers  against  loss,  made  to  induce  a 
utility  to  continue  service  which  it  had  been  rendering  at  a  loss,  must 
be  plain  and  unequivocal,  and  must  safeguard  the  utility  against  all 
operating  expenses  in  excess  of  those  expenses,  such  as  taxes  and  insur- 
ance, that  would  continue  whether  the  utility  was  operating  or  not.  Re 
St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919A,  487. 

105.  An  order  for  the  abandonment  of  operation  of  a  railway  may 
be  held  in  abeyance  for  a  reasonable  time  to  give  tho  patrons  an  op- 
portunity to  take  such  steps  as  they  may  desire  to  save  it;  but  no 
longer  time  should  be  given  for  this  purpose  than  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary, especially  during  a  period  when  junk  value  is  higher  than  usual. 
Re  Exeter,  H.  &  A.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  251. 

o.  Where  other  service  is  availahle. 

106.  A  street  railway  company  must  be  permitted  to  abandon  serv- 
ice where  it  ap{>ears  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  continuance 
of  operation  for  ^e  convenience  of  the  public;  that  the  entire  ter- 
ritory is  served  by  other  and  more  efficient  means  of  transit;  and 
that  the  operating  expenses  greatly  exceed  the  operating  revenue.  Re 
Belt  Line  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  56. 

107.  A  public  utility  has  no  right  to  abandon  service  without  au- 
thorization from  the  California  Commission,  nor  can  it  shift  the  burden 
of  service  onto  another  company,  merely  by  showing  that  such  other 
company  serves  other  consumers  in  the  vicinity.  Dwight  v.  Lyon  & 
Hoag   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  519. 

IX.  Meters,  instruments  and  other  se^^vice  accessories  aiir?  con^ 

nections. 

Annotation  on  meters  and  service  connections,  P.U.R.1919-^,  p.  071 ; 
P.U.R.1J11>E,  p.  286. 

a.  Oumership  and  control  of  meters. 

1,  In  general. 

As  to  rei^dmg  of  gat  meters,  see  infra,  128,  129. 

108.  A  municipal  utility  was  not  required  to  furnish  a  meter  to  a 
consumer,  althoujrh  the  Commission,  as  a  rule,  favors  ownership  of 
meters  by  the  utility,  where  the  city  was  not  in  financial  condition  to 
furnish  meters  to  its  patrons,  and  such  a  requirement  would  upset  its 
system  of  rates  and  service.  United  States  Cooperage  Co.  v.  Maiden 
(Mo.)   P.U.R.1919E,  49. 

109.  Upon  the  installation  of  meters,  the  utility  should  furnish  the 
meter  and  insert  it  in  the  pipes,  while  the  consumer  should  pay  for  any 
work  necessary  to  arrange  the  pipes  for  the  installation  of  the  meter  and 
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for  the  necessary  valves  or  cockt.    Bliss  v.  Springfield  Oonsol.  Water  C^ 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  176. 

110.  The  Oregon  Commission  permitted  the  continuation  of  a  previous 
requirement  of  meter  ownership  by  the  consumers  in  a  town  in  which 
the  street  grades  and  sidewalks  had  not  been  established  and  the  utility 
was  carrying  the  burden  of  an  unusually  large  and  unprofitable 
investment,  and  the  requirement  that  it  should  own  all  meters  would 
necessarily  be  reflected  in  a  very  high  rate  for  water.  Re  Garden  Home 
Waterworks   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  121. 

111.  All  meters  used  in  connection  with  a  utility's  distribution 
system  should  be  furnished  by  the  utility;  and  no  charge  should  be 
made  to  patrons,  and  no  deposit  required  of  them  at  the  time  the 
meters  are  installed.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  552. 

2,  Deposits. 

See  also  supra,  111. 

Deposit  as  condition  of  rendering  service,  see  supra,  64,  65. 

Consumers'  deposits   on   ^ctensions,   see   supra,   82-85. 

112.  The  California  Conunission  will  not  require  a  deposit  of  eco.* 
sumers  towards  the  cost  of  installing  meters,  to  be  repaid  in  water 
service  beginning  one  year  after  such  deposit  is  made,  since  t^e  financing 
of  improvements  rests  primarily  upon  the  utility.  Re  Chioo  Vedno 
Water  Co.  (Cal)  P.U.R.1919D,  971. 

B»  Interest  on  deposits, 

113.  A  deposit  covering  the  cost  of  a  meter  should  carry  a  6  per  cent 
interest  charge  while  in  the  hands  of  the  company.  Re  Big  Springs 
Electric  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919F,  946. 

h.  Telephone  instruments  and  connections. 

114.  It  is  contrary  to  the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  in  South 
Dakota  for  a  telephone  company  to  permit  its  instruments,  branch 
lines,  and  wires  to  be  owned  by  individual  subscribers,  and  to  fail 
to  maintain  such  service  accessories.  Jordon  v.  Peoples  Teleph.  k 
Teleg.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  226. 

o.  Service  connections  front  main  to  curl}, 

115.  Connections  of  water  service  pipes  with  the  street  mains  should 
be  made  by  and  at  the  cost  of  the  water  company.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water 
Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

116.  A  water  company's  rules  should  provide  that  the  company  will 
at  its  own  expense  bring  service  pipes  to  the  curb.  Westminster  v.  Con- 
solidated Public  Utilities  Co.    (]VJd.)   P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

117.  A  city  on  paving  streets  can,  under  subs.  3  of  §  925-223  of  the 
Wisconsin  Statutes,  require  a  privately  owned  gas  utility  to  lay  laterals 
from  its  mains  to  the  ciurbs  at  its  oM'n  expense.  West  Allis  v.  West 
AlUs  Gas  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  370. 
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118.  The  rule  that  a  public  utility  should  construct  at  its  own  cost 
the  laterals  or  serrioe  pipes  from  the  mains  to  the  curb  line  has  always 
been  followed  by  the  Wisconsin  Conunission  excepting  in  cases  of 
publicly  owned  utilities,  where,  on  account  of  past  practices  of  the 
utility  in  charging  for  services,  a  change  in  practice  would  work  in- 
equity to  existing  consumers.  West  Allis  v.  West  Allis  Gas  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.I919F,  870. 

X.  DiscriminaHon, 

As  to   discrimination   in   service  generally,   see  Disobdcination,   II. 
Payment  by  service  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  93,  94. 

Anihotation  on  discrimination  in  conditions  upon  furnishing  exten- 
sions of  service,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  63. 

XI.  Service  "by  particular  utilities. 

Establishment  of  automobile  stage  service  where  existing  taxlcab  and 
livery  service  is  adequate,  see  Automobiles,  8. 

a,  Iflectricity. 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  service  by  electric  companies,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  126; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 

Discussion  on  consumer's  right  to  service  under  §  62  of  the  Xew 
York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  P,U.R.1919B,  p.  310. 

Discussion  of  right  of  utility  company  to  require  deposit  as  con- 
dition precedent  to  additional  service,  where  its  tariffs  failed  to  provide 
therefor,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  311. 

Discussion  of  the  necessity  of  removal  of  "Porter  yokes"  in  order 
to  provide  for  better  service,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  954. 

Discussion  of  general  practice  of  electric  corporations  within 
the  first  district  of  New  York  with  reference  to  extensiona  beyond  100 
feet  of  existing  wires,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  161. 

119.  The  amount  of  plant  equipment  which  any  electric  company 
is  required  to  install  is  measured  by  the  total  load,  or  aggregate  of  the 
individual  demands,  which  may  be  thrown  upon  the  plant  at  any  given 
time,  and  this  greatest  demand  is  called  the  "peak  load."  Siegfried  v. 
Washington  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  588. 

120.  Interruptions  in  electric  service  rendered  through  a  transmis- 
sion line  rather  than  by  local  generating  plants  should  be  remedied  by 
the  maintenance  of  suitable  reserve  power,  either  by  means  of  a  steam 
plant,  gas,  or  oil  engine  equipment,  or  by  the  construction  of  a  trans- 
mission line  to  an  additional  source  of  power.  Jerseyville  v.  Central 
Illinois  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  256. 

2*  Physical  connection. 

Physical  connection  of  railroads,  see  infra,  178,  179. 
Physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  infra,  231-235. 
P.U.R.1919  Difir.— 29. 
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121.  An  electric  company  was  ordered  to  erect  and  install  such  new 
conatniction  as  was  needed  to  connect  its  lines  with  those  of  another 
company  in  order  to  obtain  the  energy  necessary  to  supply  a  demand 
in  excess  of  its  own  producing  capacity.  Re  Central  Illinois  Light  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  673. 

122.  In  determining  whether  authority  shall  be  granted  to  make 
necessary  extensions  and  connections  for  the  interchange  of  electricity 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Massachusetts  statute,  the  question  is  not 
whether  one  of  the  companies  will  be  embarrassed,  should  it  be  unable 
to  fulfil  its  obligations  if  connection  between  the  lines  of  the  two  com- 
panies is  not  made,  but  whether  or  not  tiie  public  welfare  of  the  com- 
monwealth as  a  whole,  and  of  the  nation,  will  be  promoted  thereby. 
Re  Edison  Electric  lUiuninating  Co.  (Mass.^)  P.U.R.1919A,  121. 

8*  Change  from  direct  to  alternating  eurrevit. 

Discussion  of  advantages  of  alternating  over  direct  current  service, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  573. 

123.  Upon  authorizing  an  electric  company  to  change  from  direct  to 
alternating  current  service,  the  Illinois  Commission  ordered  the  utility 
to  exchange  all  lamps,  flatirons,  and  fans  owned  by  t)io  consumers  and 
rendered  useless  by  the  change,  free  of  charge,  and  to  offer  to  con- 
sumers having  other  equipment  not  applicable  for  alternating  current 
service,  an  exchange  proposition  determined  in  accordance  with  a  pre- 
scribed rule.  Livingston  v.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Qo.  (lU.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  570. 

h.  Express, 

Effect  of  Federal  control  on  power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service 
of  express  company,  see  supra,  10. 

Annotation  on  service  of  express  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 

124.  The  question  whether  an  express  company  is  receiving  a  fair 
compensation  from  existing  rates  cannot  be  considered  on  the  mere 
issue  of  whether  local  express  delivery  service  is  necessary,  and  in 
the  absence  of  evidence  with  reference  to  the  rates.  Re  American  R. 
Exp.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919D,  751. 

126.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  will  not  order  the 
resumption  by  an  express  company  of  Sunday  pick-up  and  delivery 
service,  and  pick-up  service  after  6  p.  m.  on  week  days,  where  the  service 
would  be  unremunerative  and  would  affect  but  few  patrons,  the  office 
of  the  company  is  always  <^en  for  the  receipt  ot  goods  delivered  to  it 
by  shippers,  and  the  employees  of  the  company  object  to  Sunday  work 
and  the  longer  hours  required  by  service  after  5  P.  M.  Re  A^mari^aan  R. 
Exp.  Co.    (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  648. 

e.  Oas, 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  gas  service  P.UJ1.1919B,  p.  693;  P.UJL1910S,  p. 

288. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


SERVICE,  XI.  c,  2—4.  451 

126.  Rules  approved  by  the  Illinois  Commission  relating  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  gas  service,  including  provisions  with  reference  to 
equipment  to  be  furnished  and  maintained  by  customer,  city  permits 
and  inspection  fees,  continuous  service,  access  to  premises,  escaping 
gas,  release  of  company  from  liability,  right  to  cut-off,  deposit,  service 
pipes,  installation  of  meters  by  company,  protection  of  company's  prop- 
erty, successors,  and  assigns,  modification  of  agreement  by  salesman, 
and  landlord's  consent.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1910B,  688. 

2,  Standards, 

Diacassion  of  necessity  of  approximating  heating  standards  for  gas 
upon  cessation  of  war,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  519. 

127.  Standards  of  purity  of  gas  adopted  by  the  Indiana  Commission, 
containing  provisions  with  reference  to  the  amount  of  sulphur,  hydro- 
gen sulphide,  and  pressure.  Vincennes  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (Ind/) 
P.U.R,1919A,  169. 

S»  Meter  retidings. 

As  to  meters  and  service  connections  generally,  see  supra,  108-118. 

128.  The  practice  of  a  gas  company  of  permitting  meter  readers  to 
carry  a  record  of  previous  meter  readings  was  ordered  discontinued 
because  of  the  facility  it  furnished  for  merely  estimating  the  amount 
of  consumption.  Public  Utilities  Commission  y.  Peoples  (Gaslight  k 
Coke  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

129.  A  gas  company  was  ordered  to  provide  cards  to  be  attached 
to  meters  when  requested,  in  which  meter  readings  and  the  amount  of 
consumption  could  be  entered  in  proper  colunms,  for  the  purpose  of 
checking  the  readings  reported  by  the  company's  employees;  and  each 
reader  was  required  to  carry  a  numbered  badge  and  a  stamp  by  which 
the  reader's  number  and  date  of  the  reading  could  be  placed  upon 
such  card.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  197. 

4,  Extension  of  service^ 

130.  Under  rule  19  of  general  order  No.  20  of  the  Illinois  Commission, 
a  gas  company  may  be  required  to  make  extensions  free  of  charge  where 
the  proposed  extension  does  not  exceed  100  feet  per  prospective  con- 
sumer by  the  shortest  distance  from  existing  main,  although  it  may 
be  necessary  to  increase  the  capacity  of  such  main  in  order  to  render 
adequate  and  satisfactory  sertice  to  the  consumers.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Granite  City  Gaslight  &  Fuel  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
654.  .    . 

131.  A  deposit  required  by  a  gas  company  for  the  extension  of  main  a 
beyond  the  limit  required  by  franchise,  of  less  than  the  actual  cost  of 
laying  a  4-inch  main,  the  smallest  size  used  by  the  company,  is  reason- 
ably liberal.  West  Allis  v.  West  Allis  Gw  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
370. 
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d.  Heating. 

Discussion  of  circulation  of  hot  water  per  square  foot  of  radiation 
necessary  for  adequate  service,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  323. 

Discussion  of  the  ratio  of  heat  radiation  service  in  consumer's 
premises  to  that  of  steam  condenser,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  324. 

132.  A  utility  was  required  to  install  thermostats  in  order  to  remedy 
the  irregular  distribution  of  its  hot  water  heating  supply,  as  well  as 
to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  service.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  P. 
Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  318. 

133.  A  hot  water  heating  utility  must  furnish  service  to  all  persons 
on  its  line  who  apply  therefor,  even  if  the  existing  service  is  up  to  the 
maximum  capacity  of  its  plant;  since  it  may  install  additional  equip- 
ment and  receive  a  reasonable  return  upon  its  investment.  Harting  v. 
Indiana  General  Service  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  840. 

134.  Heating  service  can  be  considered  as  only  partially  incidental 
to  that  of  a  jointly  operated  electric  plant,  althou<?h  exhaust  steam 
from  the  latter  is  used  as  the  source  of  heat  furnished  to  the  consum- 
ers of  the  heating  plant,  where  it  appears  that  in  severe  weather  this 
lias  to  be  supplemented  by  additional  boilers;  and  therefore  the  two 
plants  from  the  standpoint  of  adequacy  of  service  must  be  considered 
as  on  a  par.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  318. 

e.  Interurhan  railway 8» 

Street  railway  service,  see  infra,  186-206. 

Annotation  on  service  of  interurhan  railway,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  288. 
136.  Inadequate    interurhan   railway    service   is   not   shown    by   the 
fact  that  seats  are  not  provided  for  all  passengers  at  all  times.    South 
Elgin  V.  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  901. 

/.  Irrigation, ' 
Service  by  water  company,  see  infra,  236-243. 

Annotation  on  service  of  irrigation  company,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  289. 

136.  It  is  the  duty  of  an  irrigation  company  to  keep  reasonably  in 
touch  with  the  consumers,  and  to  give  them  fair  notice  in  case  of  dan- 
ger of  water  famine  or  stoppage  of  service.  Hemphill  v.  Pacific  Gas  & 
E.  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  539. 

137.  An  irrigation  company  should  not  make  contracts  for  the  sup- 
ply of  large  quantities  of  surplus  or  "dump"  water  before  it  is  de- 
termined, by  trial  for  several  years,  how  much  water  can  safely  be 
assured  for  such  purpose.  Hemphill  v.  Pacific  €ras  &.  E.  Co.  (GaL) 
P.U.R.1919F,  539. 

188.  An  irrigation  company  cannot  refuse  to  serve  water  to  a  con- 
sumer on  the  ^ound  of  a  private  dispute  between  an  officer  of  the 
company  and  a  consumer  as  to  the  ownership  of  a  ditch  through  which 
the  water  is  to  be  conveyed.  Re  New  State  Canal  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  672. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


SERVICE,  XI.  g,  1— h.  453 

g»  Natural  gaa. 

1,  In  general. 

As  to  power  of  Commission  to  restrict  natural  gas  service,  see  supra,  39, 
40. 

Annotation  on  service  of  natural  gas  company,  P,U.R.1919E,  p.  289. 

139.  The  orders  issued  by  the  United  States  Fuel  Administration 
directing  a  natural  gas  company  not  to  make  any  additional  connections 
cannot  be* advanced  by  it  as  ground  for  refusing  to  render  service  to 
an  applicant  \v!iose  premises  are  on  the  street  in  which  the  company 
has  a  distribution  main,  where  the  fuel  administration  has  ceased  to 
function,  its  orders  have  been  vacated,  and  the  grounds  up<m  which 
such  orders  were  predicated  nolonger  exist.  Bilusich  v.  United  Natural 
Gas  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  790. 

140.  A  natural  gas  company  cannot  refuse  to  render  service  to  an 
applicant  merely  because  it  does  not  have  a  charter  right  to  serve  the 
borough  in  which  the  applicant  is  located,  where,  it  has  a  distribution 
main  on  the  street  upon  which  the  premises  of  the  applicant  are  lo- 
cated, and  has  made  connections  in  the  borough  with  new  patrons  since 
the  applicant  made  his  application.  Bilusich  v.  United  Natural  Gas  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  790. 

2.  Shortage  of  supply. 

141.  A  natural  gas  company  is  not  justified  in  refusing  to  make  serv- 
ice connections  for  an  applicant  owning  premises  upon  a  street  in 
which  it  has  a  distribution  main,  merely  because  there  was  some  evi- 
dence that  its  supply  was  diminishing  and  if  the  applicant  was  auH- 
tained  others  might  apply  for  service.  Bilusich  v.  United  Natural  Gaa 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  790. 

142.  A  natural  gas  company  was  authorized  to  discontinue  service 
where  it  appeared  that  such  service  could  only  be  conducted  at  a 
loss,  that  its  wells  had  reached  the  point  of  exhaustion,  that  recent 
wells  drilled  in  the  neighborhood  had  been  nonproductive,  and  that 
the  utility  had  the  opportunity  of  disposing  of  its  property  for  junk 
at  a  favorable  figure  provided  the  offer  was  accepted  at  once.  Re  Park- 
ville  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  502. 

h.  Pipe  Une8. 

143.  A  pipe  line  company,  although  it  has  never  held  itself  out  as  a 
common  carrier  of  oil,  and  had  built  its  line  primarily  for  the  trans- 
portation of  its  own  oil  which  it  generally  purchased  from  producers 
in  competition  with  other  purchasers,  may  be  required  to  transport  the 
oil  produced  by  another  company  where  it  has  carried  oil  for  hire 
for  other  persons  when  convenient  to  do  so,  and  no  other  method  of 
transportation  of  the  oil  in  question  was  practicable,  and  there  was 
available  space  in  the  company's  line.  Phoenix  Ref.  Co.  v.  Pierce  Oil 
Corp.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919B,  724. 
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i.  Railroads, 

1.  In  general. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  of  utility  to  limit  power  of  Commission  over 
serrice  of  railroads,  see  supra,  11-15, 

Annotation  on  railroad  service,  P.U.R.191PA,  p.  443;  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  290. 

Discussion  of  advantages  of  combined  railway  and  autotmck  serr- 
ice, P.U.R.1919F,  p.  304. 

Discussion  of  value  of  autotruck  service  as  auxiliary  to  railway 
terminal  and  local  freight,  express,  and  passenger  service,  P.U.R.1919F, 
p.  305. 

Discussion  of  attractiveness  of  autotruck  freight  service,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  306. 

144.  'The  term  'adequate  and  reasonable  facilities'*  ia  not  capable 
of  exact  definition,  being  a  relative  expression,  and  calls  for  such 
facilities  as  may  be  fairly  demanded;  regard  being  had  to  the  size 
of  the  place,  the  extent  of  the  demand  for  transportation,  the  cost  of 
furnishing  the  additional  accommodation  asked  for,  and  to  all  other 
facts  which  would  have  a  bearing  upon  the  question  of  convenience 
and  cost."  Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.)*P.U.R.191»C, 
676  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  178  Pac.  662 ) . 

2.  Effect  of  Federal  controU 

145.  In  considering  whether  existing  railroad  service  of  lines  under 
Federal  control  is  adequate,  the  Nebraska  Commission  will  take  into 
consideration  the  method  of  compensation  of^  the  carriers^  and  the 
fact  that  there  is  grave  danger  of  tiie  Federal  government  suffering 
a  deficit  in  railway  operations.  Re  Union  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
768. 

146.  An  application  of  the  United  States  Railroad  Administration  for 
permission  to  substitute  nonagency  for  agency  stations  at  certain  points 
was  granted  although,  under  normal  conditions,  the  Ccmmission  would 
hesitate,  and  perhaps  refuse,  to  permit  such  a  change.  Re  United 
States  R  Administration  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  387. 

147.  The  erection  of  a  suitable  passenger  and  freight  station  at  a 
designated  point  should  be  required  notwithstanding  the  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Railroads  has  ordered  all  improvements,  not  essential  to  the 
conduct  of  the  war,  held  in  abeyance,  where  it  appears  that  the  original 
order  for  the  erection  of  the  building  was  made  prior  to  the  war, 
that  existing  facilities  have  since  become  more  inadequate,  that  the 
cost  of  the  proposed  building  would  be  small,  and  that  its  oonstruotioii 
would  be  of  material  benefit  to  persons  engaged  in  the  essential  occupa- 
tion of  coal  mining.  Dalzell  v.  Chicago,  B.  dt  Q.  R.  Co.  (IlL)  P.UJEU 
1919A,  801. 
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S<  Ahandonntent  of  service. 

(a)  In  general. 

As  to  Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service,  see 

supra,  25-37. 
As  to  abandonment  of  service  generally,  see  supra,  SO-IO?. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  see  infra,  189-201. 

Discussion  of  power  of  l^slature  over  abandonment  of  service  of 
railroads,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  546. 

148.  A  foreign  logging  and  sawmill  company  doing  business  in  the 
state,  which  has  acquired  a  railroad,  is  not  discharged  from  operating 
it  as  a  common  carrier  by  the  fact  that  it  lias  leased  it  to  a  sub- 
ordinate  or  affiliated  corporation  controlled  by  the  same  stockholders. 
Brooks-Scanlon  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1  (S. 
C.  144  La.  1986,  8 J  So.  727). 

1*49.  Permission  was  given  for  the  abandonment  of  the  Cblorado  Mid- 
land Railroad  with  the  exception  of  specified  branches  to  be  con- 
tinued for  a  limited  period,  and  a  portion  of  the  road  from  Colorado 
Springs  to  Divide,  the  discontinuance  of  which  was  not  authorized  until 
further  order  of  the  Commission.  Park  County  v.  Colorado  Midland 
R.  Co.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  592. 

Cb)  Branch  lines, 

160.  The  mere  fact  that  the  passenger  traffic  of  a  branch  line  taken 
by  itself  is  unprofitable  does  not  justify  a  railroad  company  in  dis- 
continuing it.    Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  276. 

151.  A  railroad  should  be  permitted  to  abandon  a  branch  line  the 
operation  of  which  is  So  unremunerative  as  to  endanger  the  continued 
operation  of  the  main  line.  Re  Belief onte  C.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
67. 

152.  Under  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Conunission  Act  of  1913.  a 
railroad  cannot  abandon  the  operation  of  a  spur  or  branch  line  without 
permission  of  the  Commission,  notwithstanding  such  operation  is  not 
included  in  its  franchise.  State  ex  rel.  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Cb.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  676  (S.  0.  —  Mo.  — , 
214  S.  W.  381). 

(c)   Winter  operation, 

153.  The  operation  of  the  Raquette  Lake  Railway  comes  within  the 
purview  of  §  86  of  the  New  York  Railroad  Law,  empowering  the  Com- 
missions to  authorize,  for  specified  periods,  the  abandonment  of  service 
on  railroads  constructed  and  used  principally  for  transporting  lumber 
or  ores,  or  for  summer  travel.  Re  Raquette  Lake  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  24. 

154.  The  rule  that  a  railroad  company,  in  the  absence  of  a  franchise 
clause  to  the  contrary,  may  refuse  to  operate  a  railroad  that  is  losing 
money,  is  not  applicable  to  a  petition  to  abandon  service  for  a  portion 
of  a  year  only,  vdiich  is  a  matter  within  the  discretion  of  the  Public 
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Service  Commissions,    Re  Raquette  Lake  R,  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.i;.R.1919C, 
24. 

J  55.  The  rule  that  a  carrier  is  not  estopped  from  increasing  its  rates 
by  contracts  of  shippers  made  in  reliance  upon  existing  rates  should 
not  be  applied  where  contracts  were  made  in  reliance  upon  the  con- 
tinued operation  of  the  railroad,  and  the  application  to  the  Commission 
is  for  permission  to  cease  operation  altogether  for  a  period  of  eight 
months.    Re  Raquette  Lake  R.  Co.  (N.  T.LP.U.R.1019C,  24. 

4,  P€iB8enger  train  service. 

Annotation  on  sleeping  car  service  of  railroads,  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
290. 

156.  The  mere  number  of  trains  is  not  of  so  much  importance  on 
the  question  of  the  reasonableness  and  adequacy  of  service,  as  the 
direction,  destination,  and  facilities  of  the  trains  listed.  Lusk  v.  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
210  S.  W.  72). 

157.  In  passing  on  petiticms  that  through  trains  be  required  to  stop 
at  intermediate  small  towns,  the  public  necessity  for  fast  through  serv- 
ice must  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  convenience  of  the  towns. 
Tidrick  v.  Pittsburg,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  553. 

J58.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Louisiana  Commission  not  to  order 
through  trains  to  stop  at  small  stations,  where  this  would  interfere 
with  connections  with  transcontinental  trains.  Business  Men's  League 
v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  688. 

159.  A  commission  order  requiring  a  railroad  to  reroute  certain 
trains  around  a  loop,  so  as  to  reach  a  city  formerly  served  by  them, 
was  held  not  to  be  an  arbitrary  exercise  of  the  Commission's  power,  it 
appearing  that  such  service  was  reasonably  required.  Lusk  v.  Public 
Sen-ice  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  —,  210 
S.  \V.  72). 

160.  From  an  examination  of  the  record  in  this  case,  the  order  of 
the  Corporation  Commission,  requiring  the  Kansas  City  Southern  Rail- 
way Company  to  stop  two  of  its  trains,  upon  being  flagged,  at  a  point 
called  Baptist,  is  held  to  be  unreasonable,  unjust,  and  void.  Kansas 
aty  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  676  (S.  C.  — 
Okla.  — ,  178  Pac.  662). 

5.  Station  facilities. 

(a)  In  general. 

As  to  jurisdiction  of  Commissions  over  station  facilities,  see  supra, 

43-47. 
Immaterial  error  as  not  affecting  order  requiring  railroad  to  construct 

station  facilities,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  44. 

Annotation  on  station  facilities,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  291. 

161.  A  place  may  become  a  station  either  by  designation  by  a  rail- 
road company  or  designation  by  statute,  or  by  being  established  as  a 
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siding  or  stopping  place  to  receive  and  discharge  passengers  and 
freight.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  X.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  328   (S.  0.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  535). 

1«2.  Tbe  Minnesota  statutes  (Gen.  Stat.  1913,  §§  4390,  4393,)  re- 
quiring waiting  rocNUS  of  adequate  size  and  the  installing  of  sanitary 
toilets,  does  not  authorize  the  remodeling  of  a  wooden  station  amounting 
virtually  to  a  rebuilding  thereof  in  violation  of  the  building  ordinance 
of  the  city.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Minn.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  417   (S.  C.  —  Minn.  — ,  171  N.  W.  312). 

163.  A  building  ordinance,  forbidding  within  the  fire  lines  the  rais- 
ing, repairing,  or  enlarging  of  any  wooden  building,  forbids  such  im- 
provements to  a  wooden  depot  as  placing  a  stone  or  concrete  founda- 
tion under  it,  altering  partitions,  installing  toilet  facilities,  and  pro- 
viding an  adequate  heating  plant  in  the  basement.  Commercial  Club  v. 
Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919D,  417  (S.  C.  — 
Minn. —,  171  N.  W.  312). 

164.  In  determining  the  validity  and  reasonableness  of  an  order 
requiring  wharf  and  depot  facilities  to  be  furnished,  regard  should  be 
had  for  considerations  that  show  whether  the  facilities  may  justly 
be  required  for  the  convenience  and  safety  of  the  public  to  be  served, 
and  whether  the  expense  to  t)ie  carrier  is  so  out  of  proportion  to  tlie 
advantage  thereby  afforded  to  the  public,  or  so  affects  its  earnings, 
as  to  impose  an  unlawful  burden  upon  the  carrier.  State  ex  rel.  Rail- 
road Comrs.  V.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  692 
(S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

165.  It  is  within  the  province  and  duty  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners and  the  carrier  to  anticipate  and  provide  for  the  reasonable 
requirements  by  prospective  growth  of  the  business  done  by  the  car- 
rier. State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  JLine  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  692   (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

166.  Orders  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  requiring  particular  depot 
and  transfer  facilities  to  be  furnished  for  the  convenience,  not  for  the 
safety,  of  patrons,  will  not  be  enforced  by  mandamus  when  the  burden 
to  the  carrier  would  be  so  out  of  proportion  to  the  benefits  to  accrue 
to  the  publie  as  to  show  the  orders  to  be  unreasonable  and  unjust. 
State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  692   (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498). 

(h)  Construction  of  new  fmildings, 

167.  Section  4656  of  the  North  Dakota  Compiled  Laws  of  1913  does 
not  authorize  the  establishment  of  a  new  station  within  5  miles  of  an- 
other station  established  in  this  state.  Aandahl  v.  Great  Northern  R. 
Co.   (N.  D.)   P.U.R.1919D,  434  (S.  C.  —  N.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  628). 

108.  A  railroad  company  cannot  avoid  its  statutory  duty  to  erect 
suitable  depots  on  the  plea  of  expense.  Angelina  A  N.  River  R.  Co. 
V.  Railroad  Commission  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  454  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ. 
App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  703). 

169.  The  reasonableness  of  the  Conmiission's  order  requiring  the 
construction  of  depot  buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks  depends  upon 
the  facts  of  the  particular  case.    Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  X. 
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T.  R.  Co.   (Tex.)   P,U.R.1919E,  328   (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212 
S.  W.  535. 

170.  In  passing  on  an  issue  whether  a  Commission  order  requiring 
the  erection  of  depot  buildings  and  track  facilities  is  unjust  and  im- 
reasonable,  it  becomes  necessary  to  contrast  the  expense  with  the  incon- 
venience and  hardships  imposed  on  the  public  by  reason  of  the  absence 
of  such  facilities.  Railroad  Conunission  ▼.  Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  --,  212  S.  W.  535). 

171.  On  the  issue  of  whether  a  Commission  order  requiring  the 
establishment  of  station  and  track  facilities  is  reascmable,  evidence  as 
to  the  extent  of  shipments  made  by  persons  living  in  the  vicinity  is 
material.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Qv.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  635). 

172.  On  the  issue  of  the  reasonableness  of  an  order  requiring  station 
and  track  facilitiefl,  evidence  tending  to  show  •an  enormous  increase 
in  business  at  the  nearest  station  is  material,  although  su<^  evidence  is 
remote.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex,)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  635). 

(c)   Agents, 

173.  A  commission  order  requiring  a  railroad  company  to  furnish 
an  agent  at  a  particular  station  may  be  lawful  and  reasonable,  not- 
withstanding the  statutes  do  not  in  express  terms  require  the  furnish- 
ing of  such  agents.  Angelina  &  N.  River  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission 
(Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  454  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  —,  212  S.  W.  703). 

174.  The  Xew  York  Public  Service  Commission,  Second  District,  will 
not  grant  the  petition  of  the  United  States  Railroad  Administration 
for  consent  to  th»  discontinuance  of  the  services  of  an  agent  at  a  station 
upon  the  ground  that  the  salary  of  the  agent  has  exceeded  the  combined 
freight  and  passenger  revenue  of  the  office,  where  it  appears  that  war 
conditions  materially  cut  down  the  revenues  of  the  office,  and  the  ad- 
ministration had  volimtarily  increased  the  wages  of  the  agent  to  a 
point  beyond  the  reasonable  value  of  his  services.  Re  United  States  R. 
Administration   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919E,  555. 

175.  Crediting  the  actual  cash  turned  in  by  a  station  agent  as  repre- 
senting the  business  of  the  station,  and  then  allocating  that  business 
to  lines  by  length  of  haul,  does  not  give  a  correct  statement  of  the 
business  or  a  proper  measure  of  the  public  convenience  and  necessity 
which  the  station  meets.  Re  United  States  R.  Administration  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  731. 

0.  Branch  lines. 

176.  The  extent  to  which  passenger  traffic  interferes  with  height 
traffic  on  a  branch  line  cannot  be  inferred  merely  from  the  number  of 
cars  handled  and  the  number  of  yards  and  sidings.  Re  Long  Island  R. 
Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  276. 
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7.  Sidetracks* 

•Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without  con- 
sent of  Missouri  Commission,  see  Mandamus,  3. 

177.  In  determibing  the  public  necessity  for  the  construction  of  a 
sidetrack,  the  places  and  persons  interested,  the  volume  of  business  to 
be  affected,  and  the  saving  of  time  to  the  shipper,  as  against  the  cost 
and  loss  to  the  carrier,  must  be  considered.  Winner  Mill.  Co.  v.  Chi- 
cago &  N.  W.  K.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  886. 

8,  Physical  connection. 

Physical  connection  of  electric  system,  see  supra,  121,  122. 
Physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  infra,  231-235. 

Annotation  on  physical   connection  of  railroads,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
291. 

178.  A  Commission  order  requiring  physical  connection  between  the 
tracks  of  a  railroad  is  shown  to  be  justified  by  evidence  that  a  con- 
tinuous demand  had  existed  for  such  connection,  and  would  continue  to 
exist  and  increase.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co. 
(S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919C,  52  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  170  X.  W.  149). 

179.  The  rule  that  a  railroad  company  cannot  be  required  to  give  the 
use  of  its  terminal  facilities  to  another  railroad  company,  where  it  has 
received  no  part  of  the  haul,  is  inapplicable  to  a  shipment  from  a  point 
on  the  tracks  of  a  terminal  company  to  a  point  on  the  line  of  a  rail- 
road company, — although  the  movement  is  entirely  within  a  city, — 
where  the  tariffs  of  a  railroad  company  provide  for  such  transfer  in 
case  of  a  haul  on  its  line  of  2  miles  or  less,  and  the  charges  for  such 
a  haul  are  tendered  to  it.  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Alton 
Bd.  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  439  (S.  C. 
285  111.  184,  120  N.  E.  626).  , 

0,  Milling  in  transit, 

180.  Milling  in  transit  is  a  burden  placed  upon  the  railroads,  and 
the  validity  of  such  a  rule  may  be  contested  by  the  railroads.  Empire 
Rice  Mill.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  576  (S.  C. 
143  La.  1036,  79  So.  833. 

181.  Milling  in  transit  is  not  an  unusual  privilege  granted  by  rail- 
roads to  their  patrons,  and  it  is  not  unusual  or  unjust  to  impose  such 
an  obligation  upon  railroads;  provided  that  the  rates  are  compensa- 
toiy  for  the  additional  burden  placed  upon  them.  Empire  Rice  Mill, 
Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  576  (S.  C.  143  La. 
1036,  79  So.  833). 

182.  The  obligation  of  milling  in  transit  cannot  be  contested  by.  any 
other  person  than  the  railroads  upon  which  it  is  placed.  Empire  I^ice 
Mill.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Lft.)  P.U.R.1919A,  676  (S.  C.  143 
La.  1036,  79  So.  833). 
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10.  Warehouse  service* 

Discontinuance  of  warehouse  by  railroad  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrim- 
ination, 82. 

183.  A  railroad  company,  is  justified  in  discontinuing  the  use  of  a 
building  as  a  warehouse  for  hay  and  other  freight,  where  it  is  needed 
to  accommodate  express  business.  Miller  &  Sous  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Go. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  187. 

11,  Terminal  service, 

184.  Service  rendered  by  an  industrial  railway  which  is  a  transporta- 
tion service  when  performed  for  a  separate  industry,  does  not  become  a 
plant  service  when  performed  for  the  industry  owning  the  industrial 
railway.  National  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa,)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  418. 

j.  Steamboat, 

185.  In  determining  whether  steamboat  service  to  a  small  community 
shall  be  re-established,  the  question  whether  a  larger  number  of  patrons 
will  be  inconvenienced  by  the  delay  in  the  stopping  of  the  boat  in  order 
that  a  smaller  number  of  persons  may  be  accommodated  should  be  con- 
sidered, Brouillet  v.  Liberty  Bay  Transp.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
109. 

Ic.  Street  railways, 

1,  In  general, 

Interurban  railway  service,  see  supra,  135. 

Annotation  on  abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  439;  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  687. 

Discussion  of  wages  of  employees  of  street  railways,  P.U.R.1919A, 
p.  291. 

Report  on  improvements  of  service  made  by  the  Indianapolis  Trac- 
tion &  Terminal  Co.  in  compliance  with  an  order  of  the  Indiana  Commis- 
sion, P.U.R.1919B,  p.  176. 

Discussion  of  efforts  being  made  to  improve  operating  conditions  of 
street  railway  c(mipany  in  the  city  of  Baltimore,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  105. 

186.  The  rendering  of  adequate  street  railway  service  does  not  con- 
sist alone  in  the  providing  of  sufficient  and  suitable  cars,  but  involves 
in  a  large  way,  a  proper  regard  for  the  people  served,  and  includes  the 
proper  arrangement  of  schedules  and  operation  of  cars  so  far  as  possi- 
ble in  conformity  therewith.  Re  Indianapolis  Traction  &  Terminal  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  152. 

187.  Under  §  50  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law, 
a  street  railway  company  cannot  be  compelled  to  replace  or  renew  its 
tracks  unless  the  Commission  shall,  after  a  hearing,  direct  that  such 
repairs  be  made,  as  reasonably  necessary  in  order  to  promote  the  se- 
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curity  or  coDvenience  of  the  public  or  employees.     Oswego  v.  Empire 
State  R.  Corp.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  362. 

188.  A  municipal  ordinance  requiring  the  operation  of  street  cars  **i» 
be  operated  each  way  over  every  part  of  all  of  said  tracks  in  said 
city"  every  fifteen  minutes  cannot  reasonably  be  construed  to  require 
such  operation  over  sidetracks,  spurs,  and  down-town  loops.  Chicago, 
S.  B.  &  N.  I.  R,  Co.  V.  South  Bend  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  869. 

2»  Abandonment, 

As  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service,  see  supra, 
26-37. 

As  to  abandonment  of  service  generally,  see  supra,  89-107. 

Ab  to  abandonment  of  railroad  service,  see  supra,  148-156. 

Abandonment  of  extreme  portion  of  street  railway  system  as  discrimi- 
natory,  see   Discrimination,   83. 

Discussion  of  discontinuance  of  certain  Bay  State  Street  Railway 
Company's  lines,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  826. 

189.  No  part  of  a  street  railway  should  be  permitted  to  be  abandoned 
unless  it  is  conclusively  proved  that  the  public  is  unwilling  or  unable 
to  support  it.  Re  Portsmouth  Electric  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.191^E, 
266. 

190.  The  New  Hampshire  Commission  is  not  willing  to  allow  any 
street  railway  permanently  to  discontinue  operation  until  it  has  been 
shown  beyond  dispute  that  the  public  will  not  adoquptely  support  the 
road.  Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  603. 

191.  A  railroad  company  should  be  permitted  to  abandon  a  street  rail- 
way where  its  operation  would  result  in  continued  loss,  and  an  increase 
of  fares  would  not  remedy  the  difficulty.  Re  Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co. 
(Utah)  P.U.R.1919F,  72. 

192.  The  receiver  of  a  street  railway  company  should  be  allowed  to 
discontinue  its.  operation  where  it  appears  that,  after  a  fair  trial  for 
ten  years,  legitimate  operating  expenses  and  taxes,  have  not  been 
earned,  and  little  if' any  relief  can  be  afforded  by  an  increase  in  rates. 
Re  Denver  &  Interurban  R.  Co.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  436. 

193.  ITie  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  can  approve  a 
^  declaration  of  abandonment  of  a  portion  of  the  route  of  a  street  rail- 
way only  when  it  appears  that  such  portion  of  the  route  is  no  longer 
necessary  for  the  successful  operation  of  the  whole  route  of  the  com- 
pany's road  and  the  convenience  of  the  public.  Re  Southern  New  York 
Power  &  R.  Corp.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919F,  700.' 

194.  Under  the  New  York  Railroad  Law,  a  portion  of  a  street  rail- 
road cannot  be  abandoned  merely  because  the  income  from  that  portion 
of  the  road  is  not  satisfactory,  although  the  fact  that,  under  normal 
conditions  and  proper  management,  the  public  does  not  patronize  a  road 
sufficiently  to  grant  the  income  which  the  road  should  earn,  is  strong, 
if  not  conclusive,  evidence  that  the  road  is  not  necessary  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  public.  Re  Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.  (N. 
Y.)   P.U.R.1919F,  700. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


462  SERVICE,  XI.  k,  3,  4. 

196.  The  burden  of  proof  that  a  portion  of  a  route  of  a  street  rail- 
way company  is  no  longer  necessary  for  the  con.venience  of  the  public, 
is  upon  the  railroad  company  seeking  to  abandon  such  line.  Re  South- 
ern New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.IOIOF,  700. 

196.  Lack  of  patronage  of  a  street  railway  line  resulting  from  poor 
service  is  no  evidence  that  the  line  in  question  is  not  needed  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public.  Re  Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919F,  700.  • 

197.  The  fact  that  the  expense  of  operating  a  portion  of  a  street 
railway  line  exceeded  the  revenue  by  $300  does  not  of  itself  justify 
the  abandonment  of  that  portion  of  the  line,  where  the  net  corporate 
income  of  the  entire  system  exceeds  $20,000,  particularly  where  the 
evidence  shows  that  poor  service  on  the  line  has  resulted  in  lack  of 
patronage.  Re  Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  700. 

198.  The  mere  fact  that  a  large  sum  of  money  must  be  spent  to  put 
a  portion  of  a  line  of  a  street  railway  company  in  good  condition  does 
not  justify  the  abandonment  of  that  portion  of  the  line,  where  it  may 
|>e  fairly  assumed  from  the  evidence  that,  if  the  road  and  equipment 
are  put  into  good  condition,  the  revenues  of  the  company  will  be  largely 
increased.  Re  Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  700. 

.  199.  The  fact  that  a  municipal  ordinance  has  been  passed  and  a  con- 
tract let  for  the  paving  of  about  1,750  feet  of  one  of  the  streets  upon 
which  a  street  railway  line  operates  does  not  justify  the  abandonment 
of  sucli  portion  of  the  system,  where  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  city 
authorities  to  charge  any  part  of  the  cost  of  the  improvement  to  the 
railroad  company,  and  the  ordinance  was  drawn  with  that  end  in  view. 
Re  Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919F,  700. 

200;  It  is  the  duty  of  a  Commission  to  authorize  the  abandon- 
ment of  unnecessary  street  railway  service,  in  the  interest  of  public 
irigbts;  since  if  tracks  are  continued  in  service  wlien  they  are  not 
needed,  they  will  constitute  an  obstruction  in  the  streets,  and  operat- 
ing losses  will  ultimately  fall  upon  the  public,  rather  than  upon  the 
company.    Re  Belt  Line  R.  Corp.   (N    Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  50. 

201.  In   determining  th^  bearing  of  the  probable  increase  in  traffic 
upon   the   question    of   whether   a   street   railway  company  should   be 
allowed  to  abandon  service,  the  rule  that  the  number  of  street  rail-  , 
"9'ay  passengers  increases  twice,  as  fast  as  population  deserves  careful 
consideration.    Be  Belt  Line  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  56. 

8»  Discontinuance  far  winter, 

202.  Application  for  permission  to  discontinue  street  railways  brandi 
service  during  winter  months  should  be  made  each  year,  rather  than 
by  single  application  for  general  authority.  Re  Portsmouth  Electric 
K.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  266. 

4,  Seating  capacity;  nnmher  of  cars. 

Statement  as  to  anticipated  decreases  in  material  and  operating 
coste,  P.U.R.1919D.  p.  543. 
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203.  Inadequacy  of  street  railway  service  is  not  shown  by  mere  evi- 
dence that  a  certain  hours  for  varying  distances  there  is  an  inade- 
quate supply  of  seats  for  all  patrons.  Skoglind  v.  Wisconsin  Pub.  Serv- 
ice Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R,1919F,  86. 

5.  Onc'tnan  cars, 

204.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  refused  to  allow 
a  street  railway  company  to  operate  existing  cars  with  one  man  without 
remodeling  its  equipment  and  installing  appropriate  safety  devices  for 
such  operation.  Re  Connecticut  Valley  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1W9A,  583. 

205.  In  order  to  facilitate  the  collection  of  fares  on  one-man  street 
railway  cars,  coupon  books  of  fifty  tickets  were  required  to  be  sold  only 
at  the  company's  office  and  at  business  places  arranged  for  by  the  com- 
pany; but  slips  of  six  tickets  were  authorized  to  be  sold  on  the  cars. 
Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  640. 

e.  Ship  stops. 

Discussion  as  to  the  impracticability  of  the  skip-stop  plan,  P.U.R. 
1919C,  p.  100. 

206.  The  Nebraska  Commission  permitted  the  street  railway  company 
in  Omaha  to  continue  the  skip-stop  system  which  had  been  inaugurated 
during  the  war  as  a  fuel  conservation  measure,  it  appearing  that  the 
transit  was  about  10  per  tent  more  rapid,  the  service  was  more  com- 
fortable and  safer,  there  was  less  blocking  of  other  traffic  on  the 
street,  and  there  was  a  direct  saving  to  the  company  of  about  4  per 
cent  of  the  total  annual  expenses  including  maintenance  and  deprecia- 
tion, besides  the  indirect  saving  in  repairs  and  replacements  to  the 
roadway  and  power  plant.  Re  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  (XebJ 
P.U.R.1919F,  688. 

I.  Telepf^oncs, 

1,  In  general. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  of  utility  fo  limit  jurisdiction  of  Commission 
over  service  of  telephone  companies,  see  supra,  16. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  constituting 
confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Constitution,  see  Re- 
TDBN,  346. 

Annotation  on  service  of  telephone  companies,  P.U.R.1919E,  p. 
292. 

Discussion  of  nature  of  room  and  corridor  service  rendered  in 
hotels,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  181. 

Discussion  of  right  of  subscriber  to  allow  an  occasional  person 
to  use  the  service  and  exact  some  charge  for  the  accommodation,  P.U.R. 
1919A,  p.  198. 

Discussion  of  room  and  corridor  hotel  telephone  service  as  affected 
with  a  public  interest,  P.U.R.1919A,  p.  200. 
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Discussion  of  manner  in  which  hotel  guests'  service  should  he  sup- 
plied, P.U.R  1919A,  p.  20-2. 

207.  The  efforts  of  a  great  telephone  company  having  a  monopoly 
of  the 'business  ought  to  be  directed  to  some  extent  toward  the  idea 
of  increasing  the  use  of  telephones,  rather  than  discouraging  that  use. 
St.  Johnsbury  v.  New  England  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  CJo.  (Vt.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  964. 

208.  Under  the  laws  of  South  Dakota  it  is  the  duty  of  a  telephone 
company,  regardless  of  its  form  of  organization,  to  conduct  its  busi- 
ness in  such  manner  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  to  enable 
the.  entire  public  in  the  territory  served  to  be  furnished  service  re- 
quired without  discrimination.  Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel  Teleph.  Co. 
(S.  D.)    P.U.R.1919E,  656. 

209.  Individuals  desiring  public  telephone  service  must  accept  it 
subject  to  the  limitation  that  others  are  entitled  to  similar  rights  and 
privileges,  and  it  is  therefore  the  duty  of  each  patron,  particularly 
on  country  party  lines,  to  use  his  telephone  in  such  a  manner  as  not 
unduly  to  interfere  with  the  use  of  the  line  by  other  patrons.  Hough 
V.  West  End  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  211. 

210.  A  telephone  subscriber  is  entitled,  as  a  matter  of  public  con- 
venience and  necessity,  to  service  by  a  company  having  an  exchange 
m  a  town  in  which  he  transacts  the  bulk  of  his  business,  and  within 
the  commercial  radius  of  which  he  is  located,  notwithstanding  that  he 
is  somewhat  nearer  the  exchange  of  another  company.  Re  Interurban 
Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919D,  800. 

211.  In  cases  of  interconnection  of  telephone  exchanges  each  company 
should  pay  the  other  the   cost  of  the  service  performed  for   it,  but 

*  exchange  service  on  an  unlimited  service  basis  with  reciprocal  pav- 
ments  should  be  required  only  when  the  territory  served  by  the  com- 
panies forms,  for  business  and  social  purposes,  substantially  one  com- 
munity and  when  both  exchanges  are  reasonably  required  for  the 
proper  development  of  the  telephone  service.  Re  Marshfield  Teleph. 
Exch.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919F,  108. 

212.  A  telephone  company,  which'  is  the  only  public  utility  authorizei 
to  transact  telephone  business,  cannot  lawfully  render  to  licensed  hotel 
or  innkeepers,  private  branch  exchange  telephone  service,  except  upon 
the  condition  that  the  service  so  furnished  shall  not  be  resold  by  the 
subscriber  to  the  public  or  any  section  thereof,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, through  a  charge  for  the  use  of  the  instruments  and  apparatus. 
Be  Hotel  Teleph.  Service  &,  Rates,  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919A,  190. 

2.  Extensions. 

213.  A  telephone  company  cannot  impose  as  a  condition  of  extend- 
ing service,  the  purchase  of  stock  in  the  company,  the  construction  of 
the  line,  or  the  furnishing  of  equipment.  Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel 
Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  656. 

214.  A  telephone  company  may  be  reasonably  required  to  extend  its 
line  slightly  more  than  half  a  mile  to  serve  an  additional  subscriber. 
Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  655. 

215.  A  telephone  company  was  required  to  extend  its  line  about  }  of 
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a  mile  to  serve  a  prospective  patron  upon  the  condition  that  he  would 
pay  one  year's  charges  in  advance,  although  other  patrons  of  the  same 
line  had  by  agreement  paid  $25  in  advance  to  apply  on  rentals,  and 
had  hauled  the  poles  and  equipment,  where  the  requirement  of  the 
advance  payment  had  been  abated  in  one  case,  and  the  Commission 
was  of  the  opinion  that  the  requirement  that  heavy  advanced  payments 
be  made  would  tend  to  retard  the  development  of  the  business.  Young 
V.  Hyde  County  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.191dC,  569. 

3.  Discontinuance  of  exchange, 

216.  Discontinuance  of  a  telephone  exchange  with  twenty-two  sub- 
scribers was  authorized,  where  it  appeared  that  it  had  been  operated 
for  the  last  three  years  at  a  loss  of  $1,500.  Ke  Monticello  Teleph.  Co. 
(Ind.)    P.U.R.1919C,  473. 

4.  Cutting  of  wires, 

217.  No  adequate  excuses  can  be  offered  for  the  careless  practice  of 
cutting  wires  by  repairmen  of  a  telephone  company  without  informing 
subscribers  that  the  company  found  it  necessary  to  discontinue  service 
temporarily.  Burkle  v.  Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
674. 

218.  Cutting  of  telephone  lines  by  the  company  results  in  a  change 
of  facilities  for  carrying  on  a  public  utility  business,  and  is  therefore 
unlawful  under  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  if  done  without 
giving  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission.  Adair  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
New  PhUadelphia  Teleph.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919E,  961. 

5.  Duty  of  operator  to  listen  in, 

219.  Operators  of  a  telephone  company  were  required,  after  answer- 
ing  a  call  for  a  cunnootion  and  ringing  the  party  required,  to  ascer- 
tain by  ''listening  in'*  wliether  the  party  answers,  and,  if  not,  whether 
anything  further  is  desired  by  the  calling  party.  Burkle  v.  Otterbein 
Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  674. 

6.  Prevention  of  prolonged  conversations, 

220.  The  Indiana  Commission  refused  to  authorize  a  telephone  com- 
pany whose  rules  restrict  ccmversations  to  five  minutes,  to  enforce  suck 
rules  by  making  a  charge  for  overtime.  Re  Decatur  County  Independent 
Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  258. 

7.  Emergency  calls, 

221.  The  patron  of  a  telephone  company,  and  not  the  operator,  is 
the  person  to  determine  whether  a  call  is  of  an  emergency  nature.  New 
Glarus  Commercial  Club  v.  Mt.  Vernon  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.E. 
1919E,  676. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 30. 
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8.  Toll  service. 

Discussion  as  to  liability  of  originating  company  for  delay  in  for- 
warding telephone  toll  messages;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  578. 

222.  The  practice  of  routing  telephcme  toll  business  and  toll  messages 
between  exchanges  over  rural  party  lines  is  clearly  irregular,  it  being 
proper  that  such  business  should  be  transacted  over  toll  equipment. 
Groton  v.  Groton-Femey  Mut.  Teleph,  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  894. 

223.  A  telephone  company  was  ordered  to  promulgate  and  enforce 
definite  instructions  which  would  eliminate  altogether  the  complaint 
that  the  company  was  negligent  in  making  reports  to  its  subscribers 
with  respect  to  toll  calls.  Burkle  v.  Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  674. 

P.  Party  llnea. 

(a)  In  general, 

224.  A  telephone  company  operating  only  party-line  service  was  re- 
quired to  provide  a  rate  for  private-line  service,  where  the  evidence 
showed  that  at  least  one  subscriber  desired  such  service  and  was  willing 
to  pay  for  it.  Burkle  v.  Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
674, 

226.  In  telephone  ezdianges,  where  a  large  pr(^[K>rtion  of  the  residence 
and  all  rural  service  is  or  will  soon  be  on  party  lines,  and  the  business 
subscribers  constitute  less  than  one  fourth  of  the  local  subscribers 
served,  the  addition  of  a  few  two-party  biisiness  subscribers  cannot 
seriously  interfere  with  the  secrecy  or  any  other  quality  of  the  service. 
Re  Wood  County  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  226. 

(h)   Overloaded  lines. 

Discussion  of  number  of  telephone  subscribers  that  should  be  on 
a  party  line,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  687. 

226.  A  telephone  company  cannot  refuse  to  serve  additional  sub- 
scribers on  the  ground  that  its  lines  are  overloaded.  Hyde  v.  Vincent- 
Bethel  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  655. 

227.  Adequate  telephone  service  cannot  be  rendered  on  rural  party 
lines  having  more  than  ten  subscribers  each.  Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  763. 

•  228.  Efficient  telephone  service  cannot  be  reidered  on  party  lines 
containing  thirteen  subscribers.  Re  Fulton  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  864. 

229.  Satisfactory  service  cannot  be  furnished  on  lines  having  as  many 
as  fourteen  subscribers,  and  the  number  should  be  reduced  to  a  maxi- 
mum of  10.    Burkle  v.  Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  674. 

280.  The  extension  of  telephone  service  to  a  new  subscriber  should 
not  be  refused  merely  for  the  reason  that  there  are  already  ten  tele- 
phone users  on  the  line.  Doxstader  v.  Southern  Elkhorn  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  314. 
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10,  Physical  connection. 

As  to  power  of  Ck>mmi8sibn  to  require  physical  connection,  see  supra, 

45-51. 
Physical  connection  of  electric  system,  see  supra,  121,  122. 
Physical  connection  of  railroads,  see  supra,  178,  179. 
Telephone  company  offering  physical  c<»mection  with  another  company, 

to  offer  equal  facilities  to  all  others,  see  Discrimination,  85. 

231.  It  is  a  recognized  principle  that  where  the  public  can  he  con- 
veniently served,  physical  connection  of  telepliones  will  be  ordered 
at  tlie  first  point  of  contact  of  the  company  with  the  old.  Public 
Service  Commission  v.  Northwest  Teleph.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919P, 
956. 

232.  A  physical  connection  between  the  lines  of  two  telephone  com- 
panies cannot  be  said  to  be  reasonably  maintained  where  the  lines  or 
exchanges  have  become  separated  for  a  distance  of  4i  miles.  Farmers 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Versailles  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919A,  29. 

233.  A  physical  connection  contract  ratified  by  the  Missouri  Com- 
mission does  not  require,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  removal  of  the 
switchboard  of  one  of  the  companies  from  a  point  at  which  it  can  no 
longer  be  maintained,  the  building  of  several  miles  ol  new  metallic  lines 
to  maintain  such  connection.  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Versailles  Teleph. 
Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919A,  29. 

234.  A  contract  providing  for  physical  connection  between  two  public 
utilities  cannot  be  rescinded  by  one  of  the  utilities  alone,  or  even  by 
the  joint  action  of  both,  when  such  rescission  and  the  consequent 
severance  of  physical  connection  would  be  to  the  inconvenience  and 
detriment  of  public  service.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Northwest 
Teleph.  Co.   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1919F,  956. 

235.  The  right  of  one  telephone  company  to  connect  its  lines  with 
that  of  another  company,  given  under  §  5,  art.  9,  of  the  Constitution, 
implies  a  mechanical  union  of  the  lines  so  as  to  admit  of  the  con- 
venient passage  of  messages  from  one  to  the  other,  but  does  not  include 
the  right  to  compel  business  intercourse  between  two  competing  com- 
panies to  the  detriment  of  either.  The  purpose  is  to  establish  and 
maintain  means  for  a  continuous  transmission  of  messages,  for  the 
benefit  and  convenience  of  the  public.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 
State   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  544  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — -,  177  Pac.  580). 

fit.  Water* 

1,  In  general. 

Service  by  irricration  company,  see  supra,  136-138. 
Water  company  not  to  discriminate  in  furnishing  water,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 87. 

Annotation  on  service  by  water  company,  P.U.R.l  919B,  p.  346; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  293. 

Table  showing  average  price  per  thousand  gallons  of  water  sold, 
and  average  price  per  thoiisand  gallons  pumped,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  618. 
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236.  The  patrons  of  a  water  company  sliould  be  considerate  of  the 
facilities,  as  well  as  the  general  character  of  the  property  of  a  'utility^ 
wlien  it  is  obliged  to  operate  under  unusual  and  extreme  conditions, 
and  by  curtailing  their  demands  assist  in  carrying  the  utility  over 
such  periods.  Coudersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  196. 

237.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  water  company,  in  order  to  render  adequate 
service,  to  replace  service  pipes  that  are  too  small  with  those  of 
proper  size,  extending  the  same  to  the  curb  line,  provided  patrons  will 
at  their  cost  continue  the  same  into  the  buildings.  Kane  v.  Spring 
Water  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

238.  The  California  Commission  directed  a  water  company  to  make 
service  connections  with  an  applicant,  although  its  supply  was  limited 
and  no  additional  supply  could  be  obtained,  where  it  appeared  that,  if 
the  utility  took  proper  steps  to  prevent  waste,  it  could  supply  the  ap- 
plicant without  working  any  hardsliip  upon  the  present  consumers. 
Joyner  v.  Gaffey   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  357. 

2,  Extensions, 

239.  An  extension  of  water  service  268  feet  to  serve  two  consumers 
was  held  reasonable  where  the  locality  was  improving  so  that  other 
buildings  would  be  erected  on  the  street  in  which  the  extension  was 
required.  New  Castle  v.  New  Castle  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
776. 

240.  A  municipality  owning  a  water  system  should  not  be  compelled 
to  extend  service  to  an  inhabitant  whose  property  is  located  more  than 
a  mile  from  its  distributing  lines  and  at  an  elevati<m  of  more  than  200 
feet  above  any  of  its  reservoirs,  especially  where  a  private  company, 
able  to  render  adequate  service,  owns  a  distributing  system  with  a  line 
in  a  street  abutting  the  applicant's  property.  Marr  v.  Glendale  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  679  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  App.  — ,  181  Pac.  671). 

a.  rurity, 

241.  A  water  company  may  supplement  its  supply  where  necessary, 
by  taking  water  from  a  river  subject  to  contamination,  if  such  water 
is  properly  chlorinated.  Thombs  v.  BrownviUe  &  W.  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  259. 

4.  Fire  protection. 

242.  A  Commission  order  requiring  the  metering  of  fire  service  ii 
reasonable  where  likely  to  detect  and  prevent  a  considerable  wastage 
of  water  due  to  leakage  or  surreptitious  use.  Manufacturers  Asso.  v. 
Kenosha  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919B,  339. 

243.  The  fact  that  the  fire  service  rate  to  a  municipality  has  been 
too  low  cannot  be  urged  as  a  reason  against  the  purchasing  of  fire 
hydrants  by  a  water  company  where  the  gross  revenue  received  by  it 
is  greater  than  it  should  have  been.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  404. 
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SERVICE  AT  COST. 

Application  of  "service  at  cost*'  theory  to  gas  company^  see  Rb- 
TUBN,  267. 

SERVICE  CHARGE. 

As  eliminating  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  47* 

Method  of  collection,  see  Payment,  9. 

Payment  in  advance,  see  Payment,  10. 

Adjustment  of,  for  period  of  service^  see  Rates,  206. 

Separate  minimum  chaige  for  each  gas  meter,  see  Rates,  209. 

For  electricity,  see  Raves,  231-233. 

For  heating  to  be  apportioned  on  basis  of  radiation,  see  Rates, 

259. 
For  steam  heating,  see  Rates,  260. 
For  water,  see  Rates,  390. 

Annotation  on   minimum  bill  or  service  charge,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 

«82. 

SERVICE  CONNECTIONS. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 
to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb, 
see  Reparation,  7. 

Service  connections  with  mains  to  be  made  at  cost  of  utility,  see 
Service,  115-118. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Service,  117. 

Hules  as  to  gas  service,  see  Service,  126. 

Duty  of  water  company  to  extend  adequate  service  lines  to  curb, 
see  Service,  237. 

Water  company  directed  to  make  service  connections  with  appli- 
cant, see  Service,  238. 

Consideration  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  consumers,  see 
Valuation,  166-169. 

Annotation   on   meters   and   service  connections,   P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
571. 

SEVEN-CENT  FARES. 

On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  324,  327,  330,  346. 

SEVERANCE  DAMAGES. 

Consideration   of,   in   valuing   plant   for   municipal   purchase,   see 

Valuation,  50. 
No  allowance  for,  in  valuing  land  to  railroad,  see  Valuation, 

179. 

iSEWERS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  sewer  rates  notwithstanding 
franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  34. 
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Depreciation  of  sewer  system,  see  Depreciation,  61. 
Sewer  rate  based  on  room  or  fixture,  see  Rates,  321. 
Municipality  to  pay  for  water  for  flushing  sewers,  see  Rates,  382. 
Reasonableness  of  return  of  sewer  company,  see  Return,  318. 

SHIPPERS. 

See  also  Consumers  and  Patrons. 

Not  parties  to  original  proceeding,  when  entitled  to  appeal,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  65. 

Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  rail- 
road to  be  considered  in  deterlniiiing  necessity  for  sidetrack,, 
see  Servige,  177. 

SHORT  HAUL. 

Charging  same  rate  for  shorter  of  two  hauls  as  discriinination, 

see  Discrimination,  56. 
Freight  rates  for  short  haul  on  intemrban  railway,  see  Rates,  270. 
Encouragement  of  short-haul  traffic  on  street  railway,  see  Rates, 

323. 

SHORT-HOUR  USERS. 

Electric  rates  for  short-hour  users,  see  Rates,  244,  245. 

SHOW  CAUSE. 

Louisiana  Ck)mmission  not  required  to  show  cause  as  to  disoretion- 
ary  order,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  21. 

SHOWS. 

Orders  requiring  railroad  to  transport  traveling  shows  as  denial  of 
due  process  or  equal  protection,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  31. 

Transportation  of,  as  interstate  commerce^  see  Interstate  Com- 
merce, 7. 

SIDETRACKS. 

Order  of  Commission  upheld  by  state  courts,  requiring  restora- 
tion of  sidetrack  as  state  -law  subject  to  review  by  Federal 
Supreme  Court  under  laws  of  Congresa  and  Federal  Constitu- 
tion, see  Appeai,  and  Review,  29. 

Order  requiring  railroad  company  to  perform  duty  as  to  sidetracks, 
as  d    lial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  17. 

Orders  relative  to  sidetracks  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  18-22. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patrcm  and 
railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process, 
see  CoNSTirunoNAL  Law,  21. 

Director  General  as  party  to  proceedings  to  compel  railroad  under 
Federal  control  to  construct  sidetrack,  see  Parties,  11. 

Beasonableness  of  Commission's  order  requiring  construction  of 
depot  buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  see  Serviov^  169-172. 
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Volume  of  business  and  benefit  to  shipper  as  well  as  cost  to  railroad 

to  be  considered  in  determining  necessity  for  sidetrack,  see 

Service,  177. 
Municipal  ordinance  requiring  operation  of  street  cars  over  *'every 

part"  of  the  tracks  as,  not  requiring  operation  on  sidetracks, 

spurs  and  loops,  see  Service,  188. 
Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring 

construction  of  depot  building,  sidings^  and  spur  tracks,  as  not 

reversible  error,  see  Trial,  2. 

flIGHT-SEEnfO. 

Operation  of  sight-seeing  automobile  as  operation  of  bus  line  under 
New  York  statute  requiring  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 

AUTOMOBILBS,    22. 

Sightseeing  bus  as  a  public  utility,  see  ;PoBUO  Utilitibs,  83. 

8IGNAI.  CIRCUIT. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  645. 

SINKING  FUND. 

Sinking  fund  and  straight-line  method  of  computing  depreciation, 
as  theoretical  and  dependent  upon  life  table,  see  Depreciation, 
24. 

Metliod  of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  26. 

Money  held  in  sinking  fund  not  to  be  considered  as  part  of  working 
capital,  see  Valuation,  186. 

SIX  CENT  FARE. 

On  street  railway,  see  Rates,  324,  325. 

SKIP  STOPS. 

Advantages  of  skip-stop  system  of  street  railway,  see  Service,  206. 

SUSEPING  CARS. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 

Annotation  on  sleeping  car  service  of  railroads,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  290. 

SLEET. 

Expenditures  of  telephone  comptany  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as 
chargeable  to  depreciation  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Return, 
76. 

SLIDING  SCALE. 

Standard  price  as  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  for  gas  com- 
panies to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  25. 

SMOKE. 

Injury  from,  on  change  of  grade  of  railroad,  see  Damages,  i. 
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SMOKING. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  smoking  on  elevated  and  subway 
trains,  see  Commissions,  40. 

8OUDIFI0ATIOH. 

See  Adaptation  and  Solidipication. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  order  respecting  farm  cross- 
ing, because  of  failure  of  Commission  to  make  findings  of  fact 
with  respect  to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  42. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  consolidation  of  telephone  com- 
panies, see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sali*:,  6. 

Validity  of  South  Dakota  statute  requiring  railroads  to  construct 
and  protect  farm  crossings,  see  Constitutional  Law,  6. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  levying  assessment  against 
stockholders  while  charging  other  subscribers  annual  rate,  see 
Discrimination,  23. 
^  Power  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  require  utility  to  render 
service  to  patron,  although  he  refuses  to  pay  for  period  during 
which  no  service  was  rendered,  see  Payment,  2. 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilitie0, 
13. 

Necessity  of  filing  rate  schedules,  see  Rates,  197. 

Telephone  instruments,  branch  lines,  and  wires  not  to  be  owned  by 
subscribers,  see  Service,  114. 

Statutory  duty  of  telephone  company  to  render  service,  see  Service, 
208. 

SPECIAL  LE6I8IJ.TIOH. 

Validity  of  special  rate  statutes  in  Maryland,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  105. 

SPECIFIC  PEBFORMANCE. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court 
of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical  con- 
nection of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdiction, 
see  Service,  6. 

SPBIKRLINO. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railway  from 
burden  of  sprinkling  track  zone,  see  Commissions,  31. 

Municipality  to  pay  for  water  lor  sprinkling  streets,  see  Rates, 
382. 

SPUR  TRACKS. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  operate  spur  track  at  a  loss, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  22. 
Mandamus  to  compel  operation  of  spur  track  abandoned  without 

consent  of  Miseouri  Comn^ission,  see  Mandamus,  8. 
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As  railroads  under  Massachusetts  statute,  see  Railboaos,  3. 

Switching  charges  over,  see  Rates,  316. 

Abandonment  of  spur  track,  see  Sebvioe,  150-152. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission's  order  requiring  construction  of  de- 
pot buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  see  Service,  169-172. 

Municipal  ordinance  requiring  operation  of  street  cars  over  ''every 
part"  of  the  tracks  as  not  requiring  operation  on  sidetracks, 
spurs  jind  loops,  see  Sebvice,  188. 

Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring 
construction  of  dejj^t  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not 
reversible  error,  see  Tbial^  2. 

STAGES. 

See  Automobiles. 

STAHDABD  GAUGE. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  change  of  gauge  of  railroad,  see  Valuation, 
125. 

STANDARD  PRICE. 

Standard  price  a^  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  for  gas  com- 
panies to  be  temporary,  see  Retubn,  25. 

Of  wages,  see  Return,  67. 

Effect  of  franchise  provisions  as  to  standards  of  service,  see  Service, 
18. 

Power  of  Commission  under  New  Jersey  statute  tc  require  utilities 
and  municipal  plants  to  maintain  standards  of  service,  see 
Service,  28. 

Indiana  gas  standards,  see  SiJiBViCE,  127. 

STAMD-BT  SERVICE. 

Cost  of  operating  steam  plant  to  be  charged  to  operation,  al-. 
though  only  used  as  a  stand-by  plant,  see  Return,  86. 

STATE. 

Construction  of  gtate  law  not  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 34. 

Apportionment  of  interurban  railway  expenses  a?  between  states, 
see  Appobtonment,  6. 

Apportionment  where  street  railway  operates  in  two  states,  see 
Apportionment,  18. 

Eflfect  of  state  license  to  operate  automobiles,  see  Automobiles,  9. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  making  Commission  rate  order  bind- 
ing, see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

Power  of  state  to  operate  utility  and  pay  deficit  by  taxation,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  102. 

Power  of  state  to  raise  mon6y  by  taxation  to  pay  deficit  of  state- 
managed  utility  without  violating  prohibition  against  use  of 
money  raised  by  taxation  for  private  purposes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  103. 
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Commerce  passing  over  bridge  across  waters  forming  boundary 
line  between  states  as  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate 

COMHEBCE,  3. 

Bight  of  states  to  interfere  with  interstate  commerce,  see  Inter- 
state Commerce,  9-25. 

Power  of  state  to  regulate  interstate  commerce  ns  affected  by  con- 
gressional inaction,  see  Interstate  Commkrce,  13-19. 

Federal  control  as  limiting  state  control  over  raitoads,  see  Rail- 
roads, 4. 

Regulation  of  rates  as  within  police  power,  see  Rates,  10-1.5. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  regulate  rate  for  telephone  mes- 
sage routed  through  another  state,  see  Rates,  57. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  service  rendered  outside  of 
state,  see  Rates,  110,  111. 

Right  of  state  to  make  assessments  upon  localities  served  to  pny 
deficit  in  operation  of  state  managed  utility,  see  Taxation,  1. 

Consideration  of  property  outside  of  state,  see  Valuation,  171. 

Statement  of  rule  that  t}ie  fixing  of  rates  is  a  legislative  function 
of  the  state,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  963. 

1.  Although  authority  to  regulate  within  a  given  sphere  may  exist 
in  both  the  United  States  and  in  the  states,  when  the  former  calls  into 
play  constitutional  authority  within  such  general  sphere  the  necessary 
effect  of  doing  so  is  that,  to  the  extent  that  any  conflict  arises,  the 
state  power  is  limited,  since  in  case  of  conflict  that  which  Is  paramount 
necessarily  controls  that  which  is  subordinate.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
North  Dakota  ex  rel.  Langer  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  705  (S.  C.  250  U.  S. 
135,  63  L.  ed.  897,  39  Sup.  St.  Rep.  502). 

STATS  COtlBTS. 

See  also  Courts. 

Error  to,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  27-84. 

STATE  JJLW. 

Order  of  Conunission  upheld  by  state  courts,  requiring  restoration  of 
sidetrack  as  state  law  subject  to  review  by  Federal  Supreme 
Court  under  laws  of  Congress  and  Federal  Constitution,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  29. 

STATIOHS  AND  STOPS. 

Propriety  of  charge  to  jury  as  to  duty  of  railroad  couched  in  the 
language  of  the  statute,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  41. 

Immaterial  error  as  not  affecting  order  requiring  railroad  to  con- 
struct station  facilities,  se«  Appeal  and  Review,  44. 

Apportionment  of  station  revenue  of  interurban  railway,  see  Ap- 

POBTIONMENT,  17. 

Requiring  trains  to  stop  at  certain  stations  as  denial  of  due  process, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  11. 
Order  requiring  railroad  company  to  fulfil  duty  to  public  as  denial 

of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law^  16. 
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Enforcement  of  unreasonable  order  as  to  railroad  depots,  see  Man- 

^DAMUS,  6. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot  not 
in  issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  to  perform  duty, 
see  Orders,  1. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power  rath- 
er than  Ander  President's  constitutional  power  as  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

Concurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  aldermen  to  regu- 
late rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

Regulation  of  station  facilities  as  within  police  power  of  state,  see 
Service,  12-16. 

Authority  to  abandon  branch  line  of  railroad  not  implied  from 
power  to  authorize  abandonment  of  station,  see  Service,  26. 

Jurisdiction  of-  Commission  over  station  facilities  of  railroads,  see 
Service,  43-47. 

Station  facilities  on  railroads,  see  Service,  146,  161-175. 

Railroads  not  required  to  stop  through  trains  at  small  stations,  see 
Service,  167,  168,  160. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission's  order  requiring  construction  of  de- 
pot buildings,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  see  Service,  169-172. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station 
because  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and  un- 
reasonably increased,  see  Service,  174. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  to  show  convenience  and 
necessity  of  railroad  station,  see  Service,  175. 

Telephone  stations,  see  Telephones. 

Special  issue  as  to  reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requii-ing 
construction  of  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks,  as  not 
reversible  error,  see  Trial,  2. 

STATUS. 

Preservation  of  status  on  appeal  from  order  refusing  to  dissolve  in- 
junction against  increase  in  rates,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2. 

STATUTES. 

I.  Construction,  1—5. 
II,  Effective  date,  4,  ^. 

Oenerally. 

Construction  of  state  la.w  not  JB'ederal  question,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  34. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  hold  motion  for  rehearing  un- 
der advisement  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  9. 

Maximum  rate  statute  as  confiscatoryi  see  Constitutional  Iaaw,  12. 

Opinion  of  justices  as  to  constitutionality  of  proposed  statute,  see 
Courts,  4. 
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476  STATUTES. 

Existing  Btatutes  as  entering  into  municipal  franchifles,  tee  Fran- 
chises, 1,  2. 

Interstate  bridge  not  subject  to  state  laws,  see  Intbbbtatb  Com- 
MERGE,  9. 

Who  may  attack  validity  of  statute,  see  Parties,  10. 

Sufficiency  of  complaint  as  to  confiscatory  character  of  maximum^ 
rate  statute,  see  Pleading,  5.  * 

Commission  rate  order  as  limited  by  subsequent  statute,  see  Rates,. 
4. 

Delegated  power  of  state  Commission  to  change  contract  or  franchise 
rates,  see  Rates,  63-68. 

Permitting  rate  increase  on  less  tl^an  statutory  notice  to  forestall 
ordinance  and  give  utility  benefit  of  increase  pending  appeal, 
see  Rates,  205. 

Bight  to  charge  minimum  bill  in  additicm  to  statutory  maximum 
amount,  see  Rates,  207. 
United  States, 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  make  physical  valuation  of  railroad 
as  limited  by  Federal  statute  giving  such  power  to  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  see  Commissions,  57. 

Power  of  courts  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  President  un- 
der Federal  Control  Act,  see  Courts,  5. 

Invalidity  of  passes  under  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Act^ 
see  Discrimination,  91. 

Interstate  Commerce  Act  as  including  luridges  used  by  railroftda  and 
interurban  railways,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  2. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  as  acting  under  statutory  power  rath- 
er than  under  President's  constitutional  power  as  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Army,  see  Railroads,  5. 

Construction  of  Federal  c<mtrol  statute,  see  Rates,  35,  36,  42-44^ 
50-52. 

-Effect  of  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to  render  invalid  railroad  ratea 
not  filed  with  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Rates, 
200. 

Act  of  Congress  as  imposing  common  law  duty  upon  utilities  to- 
serve  public,  see  Service,  62. 

Power  of  Congress  and  President  to  take  over  telephones  aad  tele- 
graphs under  Federal  control  statute,  see  Tet^ephones,  3,  4. 
Alab<ima, 

Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving 
Commission   jurisdiction   over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see 
Appeal  and  Review^  4. 
Arizona. 

Bonds  not  to  be  issued  for  operating  expenses  under  Ariz<ma  statute,, 
see  Security  Issues,  23. « 
California. 

Nature  of  review  contemplated  by  California  statute,  see  Afprai^ 
AND  Review,  7. 

Right  to  establish  competing  municipal  etreet  railway  under  Cali- 
fornia statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  30,  31. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


STATUTES.  477 

Mutual  water  company  as  public  utility  under  California  statute, 
see  Public  Utilities,  17. 

Mutual  water  <»iiipany  supplying  stockholders  only  in  accordance 
with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  stat- 
ute, see  Public  Utilities,  18. 

California  statutory  definition  of  public  utilities,  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 47. 

California  statute  as  not  depriving  court  of  jurisdiction  to  award 
reparation,  see  Repabation,  6. 

Right  of  utility  under  California  statute  to  mortgage  property  or 
issue  note  to  pay  operating  expenses,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  21. 
Colorado, 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  statutes, 
see  CoM^nssiONS,  24. 

Colorado  statute  as  unlawfully  delegating  powers,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  94. 

Municipal  plant  to  secure  certificate  of  convenience  under  Colorado 
statute,  see  Municipal  Plants,  4. 

Municipal  plant  as  public  utility  under  Colorado  etatute,  eee 
Public  Utilities,  9. 

Colorado  statute  as  giving  municipality  power  to  fix  rates  in  street 
railway  franchises,  see  Rates,  129. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Colorado  statute  to  authorize  abandon- 
ment  of  service,  see  Sebvicb,  37. 
Connecticut. 

Grading  and  paving  of  public  street  as  public  improvement  within 
provision  of  statute  providing  that  selectmen  shall  not  order 
relocation  of  trades  except  for  purposes  of  public  improvement, 
see  Stbeet  Railways,  3. 
Delatoare. 

Public  utility  as  proper  party  to  complain  of  rates  under  Delaware 
statute,  see  Pabties,  2. 

Power  of  Delaware  Commission  to  increase  statutory  maximum 
rates,  see  Rates,  89. 

Delaware  statute  requiring  hearing  before  granting  of  order  in- 
creasing rates,  see  Rates,   204. 
Florida, 

Florida  statute  as  not  granting  power  to  Commission  to  issue  un- 
reasonable orders,  see  Commissions,  10. 

Validity  of  Florida  statute  empowering  Commission  to  require  re- 
funding of  excessive  charges,  see  Constitutional  Law,  91. 

Conclusiveness  of  order  of  Florida  Commission  made  within  its 
statutory    authority,    see   Obdkrs,   5. 

Construction  of  Florida  statute  relative  to  adding  switching  charge 
to  line  haul  charge,  see  Rates,  319. 
Georgia. 

Power  of  Commission  under  (Jeorgia  statute  to  change  street  rail- 
'way  rates,  see  Rates,  87,  88. 
Idaho. 

Power  of  gas  companies  under  Idaho  statute  to  remove  prepayment 
meters  without  consent  of  the  Commission,  see  Rates,  107. 
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Illinois. 

What  constitute  final  orders  subject  to  appeal  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  39. 

Review  of  Conunission's  orders  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  43. 

Limitation  of  time  imder  Illinois  statute  for  commencement  of  con- 
struction under  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Certificates  or 
Convenience  and  Necessitt,  8-11. 

Statutory  power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  enforce  orders,  see  Com- 
MISSIONS,  12. 

Contract  for  exchange  of  water  power  for  electric  power  as  discrim- 
inatory under  Illinois  statute,  see  Discrimination,  90. 

Amendment  of  rate  schedules  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Rates,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  joirit  railroad  rates  under  Illinois  stat- 
ute in  absence  of  evidence  of  public  necessity,  see  Rates,  105. 

Shipper  under  Illinois  statute  to  have  benefit  of  minimum  carload 
weight  based  on  smaller  cars  furnished  by  railroad  for  own 
convenience,  see  Rates,  313. 

I>eposit  to  cover  additional  equipment  necessary  to  render  eervice 
applied  for,  see  Service,  65. 

Cutting  of  telephone  lines  as  change  of  facilities  under  Illinois  stat- 
ute, see  Service,  218. 
Indiana. 

^Action  to  set  order  aside,  as  trial  de  novo  under  Indiana  statute,  tee 
Appeal  and  Review,  10. 

Taxation  of  cost«  on  appeal  under  Indiana  statute,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  58. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  artificial 
gas  plant  in  city,  see  Commissions,  46. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Indiana  statute  to  change  franchise 
rates,  see  Constitdtional  Law,  35. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates  made  subsequent  to 
enactment  of  Indiana  law,  see  Constitutional  Law,  65. 

Indiana  statute  as  forbidding  lower  rates  to  churches  and  charities, 
see  Discrimination,  20. 

Special  rates  to  owners  of  equipment  under  Indiana  statute,  see 
Discrimination,  24-27. 

Right  of  patrons  and  Commission  to  enforce  orders  under  Indiana 
statute,  see  Parties,  9. 

SuflSciency  of  petition  for  extension  of  electric  service  under  Indiana 
statute,  see  Pleading,  3. 

All  public  utilities  subject  to  Indiana  statute,  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 2. 

Procedure  for  securing  increase  in  rates  under  Indiana  statute,  see 
Rates,  2. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  rate  contract  by  Commission  under  Indiana 
statute,  see  Rates,  74. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Indiana  statute  to  regulate  joint  rates 
on  railroad,  see  Rates,  106. 

Bate  order  not  superseded  by  filing  of  new  schedule  under  Indiana 
statute,  see  Rates,  194. 
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Duty  of  Commission  under  emergency  provision  of  Indiana  statute 
to  make  appraisal  of  property,  see  Return,  9. 

Consideration  of  emergency  relief  imder  Indiana  statute,  see  Re- 
turn, 225,  226. 

Restricted  right  of  utility  \inder  Indiana  statute  to  issue  bonds,  see 
Security  Issues,  14.  15. 

Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  uiider 
Indiana  statute,  see  Security  Issues,  31. 

Original  jurisdiction  of  municipality  over  extensions  of  service 
imder  Indiana  statute,  see  Service,  24. 

Consideration  of  appreciation  in  land  value  under  Indiana  statute, 
see  Valuation,  17S. 
Iowa. 

Power  of  board  of  supervisors  under  Iowa  statute  relative  to  con- 
struction of  highways,  see  Ceossings,  3. 
Maine. 

Service  of  electricity  by  street  railway  in  territory  occupied  by 
electric  company,  under  Maine  statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Com- 

PETITiON,  3. 
Maryland. 

Validity  of  special  i*ate  statutes  in  Maryland,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  105. 

Outstanding  bondage  indebtedness  as  minimiun  fair  value  of  plant 
jinder  Maryland  statute,  see  Valuation,  38, 
MassachMsetta. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  MasBachusetts  statute  over  opera- 
tion of  automobiles  as  common  carriers,  see  Automobiles,  1. 

Construction  of  Massachusetts  statute  giving  miinicipalitiee  juris- 
diction over  jitneys,  see  AurcwfOBiLES,  3. 

Statutory  procedure  in  ^Massachusetts  for  alteration  of  crossing,  see 
Crossings,  7. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  with  respect  to 
approval  of  contract  for  purchase  of  gas  by  Boston  Consolidat- 
ed Gas  Company,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  6. 

Competition  between  jitneys  and  street  railways  under  Maaea- 
chusetts  statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  21,  22.   * 

Spur  tracks  as  railroads  under  Massachusetts  statute,  see  Rail- 
roads, 3. 

Authority  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  authorize  issuance  of 
bonds  by  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad,  see  Security  IbsU':s,  8. 

Physical  connection  of  electric  companies  under  Massachusetts  stat- 
ute, see  Service,  122. 

Validity  of  statute  providing  for  taking  over  of  Boston  Elevated 
Railway,  see  Street  Railways,  1. 
Michigan. 

Review  of  Commission  orders  by  certiorari  under  Michigan  statute, 
see  Certiorari,  4. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  making  Commission  rate  order  bind- 
ing, see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

Validity  of  Michigan  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  rates  for 
intrastate  transportation,  see  Constitutional  Lam^.  13. 
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Validity  of  Michigan  statute  with  reference  to  regulation  of  service, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  90. 
Jurisdiction  of  fourth  class  city  over  rates  under  Michigan  statute. 

see  Rates,  126. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Michigan  statute  to  authorize  securities 

for  proper  expenditures  already  made,  see  Security  Issues,  4. 
Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court 

of  equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical  con- 
nection of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdiction, 

see  Service,  6. 
Minnesota. 

Validity  of  Minnesota  statute  apportioning  as  between  patron  and 

railroad,  cost  of  extension  of  sidetrack  as  denial  of  due  process, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 
Judicial   functions  of   Commission   under  Minnesota   statute,   see 

Constitutional  Law,  99. 
Telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Minnesota  statute,  see 

Public  Utilities,  12. 
Conflict  between  Minnesota  statute  relative  to  stations  and  mimici- 

pal  building  ordinances,  see  Service,  162,  163. 
Miaaouri, 

Rij^t  on  certiorari  under  Missouri  statute  to  raise  points  not  made 

in  application  for  rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  35. 
Right  on  appeal  under  Missouri  statute,  of  receivers  to  ritise  point 

favorable  to  nonappealing  railroad,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  38. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute,  to  require  telephone 

company  to  sell  its  property,  see  Commissions,  47. 
Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  over  utilities  in  St.  Louis,  see 

Commissions,  59. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute,  to  fix  rates  as  judi- 
cial, see  Constitutional  Law,  98. 
Provisions  of  Missouri  statute  relative  to  apportionment  of  cost  of 

crossing,  see  Crossings,  24. 
Free  telephone  toll  service  as  unlawful  under  Missouri  statute,  see 

Discrimination,  4. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  prevent  duplication 

of  service  by  telephone  company  organized  prior  to  enaotmont  of 

Public  Service  Commission  Law,  gee  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 6. 
Right  of  single  corporation  to  make  complaint  against  municipal 

plant  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Parties,  7. 
Natural  gas  company  as  a  public  utility  under  Missouri  statute,  see 

Public  Utilities,  22. 
Missouri  statute  as  contemplating  sale  of  electricity  for  public  use 

only,  see  Public  UTiLrriEs,  40. 
Illegality  qf  contract  surcharge  to  rates  under  Missouri  statute,* 

see  Rates,  198. 
Missouri  statute  as  not  requiring  schedule  to  provide  for  work 

done  on  consiuners'  equipment,  see  Rates,  199. 
C<mstruction  of  Missouri  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  give 

"reasonable  average  return,**  see  Return,  146. 
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Power  of  Commissioii  under  Misaouri  statute  to  require  pliysicaJ 

connection  of  telepnone  lines  under  Federal  control,  see  SEBVicii, 

16. 
Construction  of  Missouri  statute  giving  Commission  jurisdiction 

over  station  facilities,  see  Sebyeob,  46. 
Right  imder  Missoiuri  statute  of  railroad  to  abandon  operation  of 

branch  line,  see  Sebvice,  162. 
yehraska. 

Review  of  Commission  orders  under  Nebraska  statute,  see  Apfbat. 

AND  Review,  11. 
Validity  of  Nebraska  stockyard  statute,  see  Constitutioival  Law, 

27.  ' 

Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  affected 

by  Omaha  charter,  see  Rates,  118. 
Contributions  of  stockholders  as  obligations  under  Nebraska  statute 

authorizing  issuance  of  stock,  see  Secubity  Issues,  19-22. 
Nevada, 

Telephones  and  telegraphs  as  subject  to  Nevada  statute  notwith- 
standing Federal  control,  see  Telephones,  2-4. 
yett>  Hampshire, 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 

between   city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  pavings  see 

COiCMISSIONB,  51. 
Tfetc  Jersey. 

Power  of  municipalities  to  contract  with  street  railways  under  New 
Jersey  Traction  Acts,  see  MuNidPALrriES,  1. 

New  Jersey  statute  as  not  forbidding  inhabitants  of  one  city  from 
obtaining  water  from  another  city,  see  Municipal  Plants,  1. 

Construction  of  New  Jersey  Traction  Acts  with  reference  to  munici- 
pal rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  16. 

Necessity  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  approval  of  lufwly  estab- 
lished rate,  see  Rates,  98. 

Necessity  for  valuation  under  New  Jersey  statute,  see  Return,  269. 

Emergency  relief  conditioned  on  adequate  service  as  contemplated  in 
New  Jersey  statute,  see  Retubn,  274. 

Power  of  Commission  imder  New  Jersey  statute  to  require  utilities 
and  municipal  plants  to  maintain   standards  of  service,  see 
Service,  23. 
Kew  York. 

Operation  of^sight-seeing  automobile  as  operation  of  bus  line  within 
meaning  of  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  see 
Automobiles,  22. 

Evidence  of  operation  under  local  consent  under  New  York  statute 
so  as  to  authorize  continued  operation  without  procuring  con- 
sent of  Commission,  see  Certificates  of  Conveniexce  and 
Necessity,  4. 

^eld  of  operation  in  certificate  of  incorporation  filed  under  New 
York  Transportation  Corporations  Law,  see  Certifioates  op 
Incorporation,  1-3. 
P.U.Ba919  Dig.— 31. 
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Amendment  to  certificate  of  incorporation  under  New  York  Stock 
Corporations  Law,  as  made  pursuant  to  General  Corporations 
.  Law,  see  Certificates  of  Incobfobation,  2. 

Keduced  telephone  rates  to  city  but  not  to  county  as  discriminatory 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Discrimination,  15. 

Giving  of  mispunched  and  nonusable  transfer  aa  violating  New 
York  statute  imposing  penalty  for  failure  of  street  railway  to 

^  .     give  transfers,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  5. , 

Injunction  to  restrain  New  York  Commission  from  compelling 
utility  to  adhere  to  confiscatory  statute,  see  Injunction,  7. 

Proper  branch  of  court  for  orders  originating  mandamus  proceed- 
ings under  New  York  statute,  see  Procedube,  1. 

Private  company  not  made  a  public  utility  by  amendment  to  cer- 
tificate of  incorporation  made  under  Stock  Corporations  Law, 
see  PuBUC  Utilities,  36. 

Company  organized  to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  on  private 
property  as  becoming  public  utility  by  amendment  to  charier 
under  New  York  Stock  Corporations  Law,  see  Public  Utilities, 
38. 

Manufacture  and  sale  of  electricity  to  tenants  by  company  organized 
under  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law  as  public 
service,  see  Public  Utilities,  50. 

Applicability  of  Full  Crew  Act  to  branch  line  of  railroad,  see  Rail- 
roads, 10.  . 

Power  of  court  to  authorize  judgment  by  consent  fixing  gas  rates 
above  New  York  statutory  maximum  rates,  see  Rates,  20. 

Rate  contracts  made  subsequent  to  New  York  Commissions  Law  as 
subject  to  provisions  thereof,  see  Rates,  73. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  increase  statutory  maximiiin 
rates,  see  Rates,  90-92. 

New  York  statutory  maximum  rates  as  not  applicable  to  gas  sold 
outside  of  municipality,  see  Rates,  24^. 

Determination  of  reasonableness  of  rate  fixed  by  New  York  statute, 
see  Rates,  262. 

New  York  statutory  authority  for  fixing  inter  urban  commutation 
rates,  see  Rates,  276. 

Computation  of  reasonable  average  return  under  New  York  statute, 
see  Return,  194. 

Authorizing  discontinuance  of  railroad  service  for  specified  period 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Service,  153. 

Power  of  Commission  under  New  York  statute  to  compel  street  rail- 
way company  to  replace  track,  see  Service,  187. 

Right  imder  New  York  Railroad  Law  to  abandon  portion  of  line 
because  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Service,  194> 
North  Dakota. 

Construction  of  North  Dakota  statutes  relative  to  establishment  of 
new  station,  see  Service,  167. 
Ohio, 

Statutory  jurisdiction  of  Ohio  Commission,  see  Commissions,  13. 

Delegation  of  rate-making  power  to  Ohio  Cummission  as.  valid  exer- 
cise of  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  97. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


STATUTES.  .  483 

Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract'  under  Ohio  laws, 

see  CJONTRACTS,   1. 

Method  of  attacking  validity  of  municipal  ordinance  under  Ohio 

statute,  see  Rates,  8.  • 
Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  readiness-to-serve 

charge,  notwithstanding  municipal  contract  rate,  see  Rates, 

108. 
•Power  of  Commission  under  Ohio  statute  to  fix  rates  for  ^xy)i^e 

rendered  within  a  municipality,  see  Rates,  115. 
Jurisdiction  of ,  Ohio  cities  to  fix  gas  and  electric  rates,,  see  Rates, 

120-122,424.    . 
Validity  of  rate  contract  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Ra7*es,  189. 
.  Jurisdiction  pJf.Qhio,  Commission  over  issuance  of  seciiritips,  s€« 

Sbcuritt  Issuer,  6....  ..,.. 

Gei^ei:al  fa^j;o^^  to  be  considered  under  Ohio  8ta,tute  j^  valuation 

p^CKji^edipgs,  see  Valuation,  6,  7..    .  , 

Oklahoma.  .      ..i 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklaho^na  Xlommission.  over  telephones,  stje  Com- 
missions, 62,  63.  . 
Power  of  Commission  under  Oklahoma  statute  to  change  contjr^ct 

rates,  see.  Constitutional  Law,  60.  .. 

Oregon. 
^  *^  Jilrisdiclidn  of  Commission  imder  Oregon  statute  over  crossings 

affording  ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  cities,  see 
■'5  '  *  ^*^  iCoMMissiONfi,  21. 
'  Sufficiency  of  pleading  under  Oregon  statute  in  proceeding  for  in- 
crease in  telephone  rates,  see  Pi^eadino,  8. 
•Power  of  Commission  under  Oregon  statute  to  initiate  proceeding, 

see  Procedure,  7. 
Water  company  as  public  utility  under  Oregon  statute,  "see  Public 

Utilities,  6.  /'  . 

Rural  telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Oregon  statute, 

see  Public  Utilities,  7. 
Pennsylvania. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  consinic- 
.    tion  by  water  company  of  transmission  line,  beyond  chartered 

territory,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  13. 
Telephone  as  embraced  within  Pennsylvania  laws  forbidding  con- 
solidation  of  competing  telegraph   lines,   see  Consolidation, 

Merger,  and  Sale,  9. 
Pennsylvania  statute  as  not  empowering  Commission  to  authorize 

construction  of  new  highway  and  overhead  crossing  to  afford 

access  to  school;  see  Crossings,  28. 
Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania,  state  courts  over  ^witchin^  rates  for 

service  rendered  subsequent  to  Public  Service  ComnM8si<Hi  Act, 

see  Rates,  18.  •, 

Order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  superseding  judgment  of  court 

of  common  pleas  under  Pennsylvania  Act,  see  Rates,  28. 
Power  of  Commission  imder  Pennsylvania  statute  to  fix  rates  for 

service  to  mimicipality,  see  Rates,  114. 
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Necessity  of   posting   schedules   under   Pennsylvania  statute,   tee 

Rates,  202. 
Patrons  having  actual  notice  of  proposed  increase  in  rates  not  en« 

titled  to  complain  of  failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of  Penn- 
sylvania statute  with  reference  to  posting,  see  Rates,  203. 
Limitation  of  actions  for  reparation  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 

see  Reparation,  10. 
South  Dakota. 

Validity   under    South   Dakota   statute   of  order   respecting  farm 

crossing,  because  of  failure  of  Commission  to  make  findings  of 

fact  with  respect  to  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences,  see  Appeal 

and  Review,  42. 
Validity  of  South  Dakota  statute  requiring  railroads  to  construct 

and  protect  farm  crossings,  see  CSonstitutioxal  Law,  5. 
Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  levying  assessment  against 

stockholders  while  charging  other  subscribers  annual  rate^  see 

Discbiminatiox,  23. 
Duty  of  telephone  company  to  render  service  under  South  Dakota 

statute,  see  Service,  208. 
Tennessee. 

Provision  in  Tennessee  Railroad  Commission  Act  as  to  eligibility 

of  Commissioners  carried  over  into  act  extending  powers  to  all 

utilities,  see  Commissions,  3. 
Power  of  city  to  attack  Tennessee  statute  because  of  failure  to  pro- 
vide for  eligibility  of  commissioners,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

2. 
Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  special  duties  on  utilities 

other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  see  Constitctionai. 

I4AW,  29,  80. 
.  Validity  of  Tennessee  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  change 

contract  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  64. 
Validity  of  Tennessee  Public  Utilities  Statute  with  reference  to  title, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  109. 
•Tewaa, 

Propriety  of  charge  to  jury  as  to  duty  of  railroad  .couched  in  lan- 
guage of  Texas  statute,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  41. 
Conflict  between  municipal  ordinance  regulating  jitneys  and  state 

highway  law,  see  Automobiles,  2. 
Statutory  power  of  municipalities  to  regulate  automobiles  as  not 

in  conflict  with  Texas  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law, 

4. 
Sxercise  by  city  of  right  of  Texas  statute  to  regulate  jitneys,  not 

attempted  exercise  of  legislative  power,  see  Constittttionaii 

Law,  96. 
Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot  not 

in  issue  where  order  merely  requires  railroad  to  perform  duty 

under  Texas  statute,  see  Orders,  1. 
Buty  of  railroad  under  Texas  statute  to  maintain  suitable  depots, 

see  Service,  168. 
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Beasonablenesa   of    Commission    order   requiring   maintenance    of 
agent  at  station  although  not  required  l^  Texas  statute,  see 
Sebvics,  178. 
Utah. 

Right  of  holder  of  state  or  town  license  to  operate  automobiles, 

in  violation  of  Utah  Public  Utilities  Act,  see  AimJMOBiLES,  9. 

.    s    Construction  of  Utah  statute  relative  to  obtaining  certificate  of 

public  convenience  for  operation  of  automobile  stage  line,  see 

Atttoicobilfjs,  10. 

Rights  of  operator  of  hack  or  taxicab  business  under  Utah  statute, 
see  Automobiles,  20. 

Automobiles  operated  for  hire  as  public  utility  under  Utah  statute, 
see  Public  Utilities,  32. 

Construction  under  Utah  statute  of  ambiguous  tariffs  covering  ab- 
sorption of  switching  charges,  see  Rates,  315. 
Virginia. 

Statutory  power  of  county  supervisors  in  Virginia  over  crossings, 
see  Cbossinos,  2. 

Power  of  municipalities  under  Virginia  Constitution  and  statutes 
to  make  binding  franchise  contract  as  to  rates,  see  Rates,  130. 
W€t€hington. 

Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  between  railroads, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  25. 
West  Virginia, 

Original  jurisdiction  of  West  Virginia  supreme  court,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  26. 

Validity  of  statutes  forbidding  issuance  of  passes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  108. 

Construction    of    West   Virginia   Anti-discrimination   statute,    see 

DiSCBIMINATION,    9. 

Invalidity  of  passes  under  West  Virginia  statute,  see  Discbimina- 
TION,  93. 

Operator  of  a  toll  bridge  as  public  utility  imder  West  Virginia  stat- 
ute,  see  Pi  rlic  Utilities,  31. 

Validity  of  West  Virginia  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix 
ferry  rates,  see  Rates,  104. 
Wiiconsin,  • 

Validity  under  Wisconsin  statute  of  emergency  rate  order  in  absence 
of  statutory  emergency,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  20. 

Right  of  street  railway  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  acquire  prop- 
erty of  interurban  railway,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and 
Sale,  8. 

Acquisition  of  municipal  plant  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see  Munic- 
ipal Plants,  9. 

Definition  of  yard  limits  within  meaning  of  Wisconsin  statute,  see 
Railboads,  8. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Sebvice,  117. 
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'  Wisconsin  Commission  n(xt  l)ound  by  value  of  property  fixed  in  judg- 
ment of  the  court  prior  to  statute  creating  tiie  Commission,  see 
Valuation,  3.  \      > 

I.  ConstrucHan, 

Piscussion  of  general  rules  for  the  construction  of  statutes,  P,U.R. 
1019E,  p.  874. 

Statement  of  rule  as  to  nonrepeal  of  special  by  graierai  statute, 
P.U.R.1919D,  p.  960.  '  , 

Discussion  of  rule  that  Public  Service  Commission  Act  must  be 
liberally  construed,  P.U.I1.1919C,  p.  509. 

Requirement  of  Wisconsin  statute  with  reference  to  use  of  utility 
facilities  by  other  utilities,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  803. 

1.  A  statute  must  be  so  construed,  if  fairly  possible,  as  to  avoid 
not  only  the  conclusion  that  it  is  unconstitutional,  but  also  grave 
doubts  upon  that  score.  Burr  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  678  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  464). 

2.  When  a  statute  is  susceptible  of  two  constructions  under  one 
of.  which  it  is  clearly  valid  while  under  the  other  its  validity  may  be 
doubtful,  that  construction  which  makes  sure  its  validity  will  ordinarily 
be. given.  Re  Union  Stockyards  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919b,  941  (S.  0.  — 
Neb.  — ,  170  N.  W.  908). 

3.  In  determining  the  legality  and  effect  of  a  statutory  regulation, 
the  court  should  ascertain  the  legislative  intent;  and,  if  the  ascertained 
intent  will  permit,  the  enactment  should  be  construed  and  effectuated 
so  as  to  make  it  conform  to,  rather  than  violate,  applicable  provisions 
and  principles  of  the  state  and  Federal  Constitutions;  since  it  must 
be  assumed  that  the  legislature  intended  the  enactment  to  comport 
with  the  fundamental  law.  Burr  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  678  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  464). 

II,  Effective  date, 

4.  The  date  of  the  passage  of  an  act  is  the  date  of  the  last  action 
required  to  complete  the  process  of  legislation  and  give  the  bill  the 
force  of  law.  Patterson  Foundry  &  Mach.  Co.  v.  Ohio  River  Power  Co. 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  616  (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  241). 

6.  Where  a  future  time  is  named  in  an  act  when  it  shall  become 
effective,  it  will  speak  and  operate  only  from  that  time,  imless  a  dif- 
ferent intention  is  manifested.  Patterson  Foundry  &  Mach.  Co.  r. 
Ohio  River  Power  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  615  (S.  C.  —  Ohio  St.  — , 
124  N.  E.  241). 

8TAT. 

Of  orders,  see  Appeal  aitd  Review,  52. 

STEAM. 

Apportioning  difference  of  cost  between  steam  generated  and  water 
generated  electricity,  eee  Discbimination,  46. 
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Consideration  of  incompleted  steam  plant  in  valuation  of  property 
of  electric  company,  see  Valuation,  137. 

Valuation  of  steam  generating  plant  rendered  obsolescent  by  con- 
struction of  transmission  line,  see  Valuation,  161. 

Saving  over  steam  as  method  of  valuing  water  rights,  see  Valua- 
tion, 242. 

STEAMBOAT. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions, 

64. 
Service  hj,  see  Service,  186. 

8T1IAM  HEATING. 

See  Heatinq. 

STEAM  PLANTS. 

Apportionment  of  steam  plant  as  between  electric  and  heating 

departments,  see  Apportionment,  31,  36. 
Cost  of  electric  service  based  on  steam  plant  operation   rather 

than  on  transmission  line  cost,  see  Return,  49. 
Cost  of  operating  steam  plant  to  be  charged  to  operation,  althouj^ 

only  used  as  a  stand-by  plant,  see  Return,  86. 
Amount  of  annual  depreciation  as  allowance  for  amortization  of 

obsolete  steam  plant  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Return,  120. 

STEAM  BAIUftOADS. 

See  Railroads. 

STEP  KATES. 

Invalidity  of,  see  Rates,  214. 

STOCK. 

Right  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of 
stockholder  to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  increase  rates  to  enable  utility 
to  pay  interest  and  dividends,  see  Return,  12. 

Utility  not  entitled  to  return  on  capital  stock  but  on  fair  value, 
see  Return,  17. 

As  to  bonds  and  stocks  generally,  see  Securities. 

Issuance  of,  see  Security  Issues. 

Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  cancelation  of  stock,  see 
Security  Issues,  9. 

Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Security  Issxtes,  31. 

Telephone  company  not  to  require  purchase  of  stock  before  exten- 
sion of  service,  see  Service,  213. 

Market  value  of  securities  as  fair  value  for  rate  mining,  see  Val- 
uation, 30. 
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STOCK  CORPORATIOIIS  LAW. 

See  Statutes, 

STOCK  DIVIDENDS. 

Transfer  of  real  estate  to  stockbolders  in  lieu  of  stock  dividendbi, 
see  Secubitt  Issues,  2. 

STOCKHOIJ>ERS. 

Right  of  stockholders  to  question  right  of  railroad  to  guarantee 
bonds  of  another  company,  see  Cebtio^abi,  5. 

Legality  of  assessment  by  mutual  company  on  stockholders  as 
question  for  courts  rather  than  for  Commission,  see  Com- 
missions, 42. 

Voting  by  proxy,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  3. 

Kot  to  be  paid  dividends  out  of  depreciation  fimd,  see  Depbboia- 
TION,  71. 

Special  rates  to,  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  21-23. 

Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  levying  assessm^it  against 
stockholders  while  charging  other  subscribers  annual  rat^, 
see  Discrimination,  23. 

Bffect  of  statement  by  officers  that  company  is  not  a  quasi  public 
corporation,  made  for  purpose  of  extending  corporate  life, 
see  Estcvpel,  2. 

Right  of  mutual  company  to  discontinue  service  for  failure  of 
stockholder  to  pay  stock  assessment,  see  Payment,  18. 

Mutual  company  selling  to  other  than  stockholders  as  public 
utility,  see  Public  Uttlities,  16. 

Mutual  water  company  supplying  stockholders  only  in  accordance 
with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  stat- 
ute, see  Public  Utilities,  18. 

Water  company  selling  to  other  than  stockholders,  as  public  utility, 
see  Public  Utilities,  19. 

Effect  of  declaration  of  officers  and  stockholders  that  company  is 
not  a  quasi  public  corporation,  made  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tending corporate  life,  see  Public  Utilities,  36. 

Canal  company  organized  to  supply  water  to  stockholders  for 
irrigation  as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  37, 

Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  rate  contract  between  telephone 
company  and  stockholders,  see  Rates,  93. 

Consideration  of  past  dividends  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 
return,  see  Retubn,  192. 

Effect  of  diverting  maintenance  fimd  to  payment  of  dividends, 
see  Retubn,  362. 

Payment  of  dividends  to,  see  Retubn,  364. 

Required  to  return  excessive  dividends,  see  Return,  364-366. 

Transfer  of  real  estate  to  stockholders  in  lieu  of  stock  dividends, 
see  SecuBiTY  Issues,  2. 

Uncompensated  services  of,  as  obligation  for  which  stock  may  issue, 
see  Secubitt  Issues,  19,  22. 
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Contributions  of  stockholders  as  obligations  under  Nebraska  stat* 
ute  authorizing  issuance  of  stock,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  19-22. 

Not  to  receive  dividends  at  expense  of  adequate  service,  see  Serv- 
ice, 60. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from 
duty  to  operate  it  because  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  company 
controlled  by  same  stockholders,  see  Service,  148. 

Annotation  on  special  rates  to   stockholders  as   discriminatory, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  62. 

8TOCKTABDS. 

Validity  of  Nebraska  stockyard  statute,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
27. 

Delegation  to  Nebraska  Commission  of  power  to  fix  rates  at  stock- 
yards, see  Constitutional  Law,  95. 

Power  of  state  to  regulate  stockyard  rates,  see  Rates,  12, 

Rates  for  com  at  public  stockyards,  see  Rates,  322. 

STOPS. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

STOBMS. 

As  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Bepbbciation,  7,  8. 
Damage  from,  as  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  29. 
Expenditures  of  telephone  company  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as 
chargeable  to  depreciation  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Be- 

TURK,  76. 

Annotation  on  injury  from  storm  ae  an  operating  expense,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  131. 

STRAIGHT  UKE. 

Sinking  fund  and  straight-line  method  of  computing  depreciation 
as  theoretical  and  dependent  upon  life  table,  see  Dbfrboiation, 
24. 

Kethod  of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  20. 

STREET  CARS. 

Municipal  ordinance  requiring  operating  of  street  cars  over  "every 
parf*  of  the  tracks  as  not  requiring  operation  on  sidetracks, 
■purs  and  loops,  see  Sebvicb,  188. 

STRISnr  UGHTING. 

Gas  rates  for  residence  to  be  different  than  for  street  lighting,  see 
Rates,  251. 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 

See  alao  Intebubbav  Railways. 
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Method  of  accounting  for  company  rendering  electric,  street  rail- 
way, and  heating  service,  see  Accounting,  10. 

Validity  under  Wisconsin  statute  of  emergency  rate  order  in  ab- 
sence of  statutory  emergency,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  20. 

Retaining  bill  for  damages  upon  dismissal  of  suit  to  enjoin  con- 
struction of  competing  municipal  street  railway,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  66. 

Apporti(mment  of  values  and  revenues  of,  see  Apportionment, 
18,  19. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  street  railway  departments 
of  utility,  see  Apportionment,  37-41. 

Relation  between  jitney  and  street  railway  service,  see  Automo- 
biles, 17-19. 

Certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for  street  railways,  see 
Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  2. 

Power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  order  of  selectmen  requiring 
relocation  of  street  railway  as  public  improvement,  see  Com- 
missions, 14. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  location  of 
street  railway  within  public  square,  see  Commissions,  15. 

Jurisdiction  of  Connecticut  Commission  to  determine  type  of  rails 
for  construction  of  street  railway,  see  Commissions,  20. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from 
mimicipal  burdens,  see  Commissions,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  smoking  on  elevated  and  subway 
trains,  see  Commissions,  49. 

Duty  of  Commission  under  New  Hampshire  statute  to  apportion 
between  city  and  street  railway,  cost  of  street  paving,  see 
Commissions,  51. 

What  constitutes  ''one-city  utility"  depriving  Kansas  Ccmimission 
of  jurisdiction,  see  Commissions,  58. 

Right  of  street  railway  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  acquire  prop- 
erty of  interurbai\  railway,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and 
Sale,  8. 

Requiring  street  railway  to  operate  at  a  loss  after  expiration  of 
franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  16. 

Franchise  right  to  5-eent  street  railway  fare  as  impaired  by 
ordinance  requiring  transfer,  see  CoNSTirunoNAL  Law,  31. 

Rate  contracts  between  municipality  and  street  railway  as  fixing 
a  legislative  rate,  see  Constitutional  Law,  66. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  toll  bridge  charges,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  79. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  service 
notwithstanding  franchise  provision,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  89. 

Restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  not  creating  monopoly  for  street 
railways,  see  Constitutional  Law,  304. 

Ordinance  fixing  street  railway  rates  as  contract  under  Ohio  laws^ 
see  Contracts,  1. 
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War  conditions  as  excuse  from  nonperformance  with  contract 
fixing  street  railway  rates,  see  Contbactb,  2. 

Power  of  Massachusetts  Commission  to  determine  whether  cost  of 
repairs  of  bridge  over  railroad  shall  be  borne  by  municipality 
or  street  railway  using  bridge,  see  Cbobsings,  17. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  rebuilding  bridge  in  highway  over  which 
railroad  and  street  railway  have  laid  their  tracks,  see  Cross- 
ings, 18. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintaining  prv/tection  at  crossing  between 
electric  railway  and  steam  railroad,  see  Cbossings,  20,  21. 

Uncertain  revenue  of  street  railway  as  affecting  requirements  for 
depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  4. 

Amount  of  replacements  as  not  indicating  amount  of  depreciation, 
see  Depreciation,  22. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  street  railways',  see  DepbboiatioNj  62- 
65. 

Discrimination  in  street  railway  rates,  see  Discrimination,  61- 
64. 

Higher  fare  on  interurban  cars  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 62. 

Refusal  to  give  transfers  to  patrons  entering  city  on  interurban 
line  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  63. 

Ten  cent  casli  fare  where  four  tickets  are  sold  for  26  cents  as  dis- 
criminatory, see  Discrimination,  64. 

Abandonment  of  extreme  portion  of  street  railway  system,  see 
Discrimination,  83. 

Electric  railway  required  to  bond  its  rails  to  prevent  electrolysis 
of  gas  mains,  see  Electricity,  2. 

Injury  by  construction  of  competing  municipal  street  railway  not 
taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain,  see  Eminent  Domain, 
2. 

Giving  of  mispunched  and  nonusable  transfer  as  violating  New 
York  statute  imposing  penalty  for  failure  of  street  railway 
to  give  transfers,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  5i. 

Not  a  trespasser,  although  occupying  highway  after  expiration  of 
franchise,  see  Franchises,  7. 

Injunction  to  restrain  municipality  from  interfering  with  increase 
in  rates  of  utility  operating  without  a  franchise,  see  Injunc- 
tion, 8. 

Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  divide  expense  of  block  signal  sys- 
tem on  street  railways,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  1. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  fares  of.- street 
railway  operating  in  Missouri  and  Kansas,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  21. 

Mandamus  to  enforce  order  directing  street  railway  companies  to 
provide  necessary  equipment,  see  Mandamus,  7. 

Service  of  electricity  by  street  railways  in  territory  occupied  by 
electric  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  3. 

Competition  between  jitneys  and  street  railways,  see  Monopolt 
AND  Competition,  10-24. 
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:.:    Right  to  establish  competing  municipal  street  railway  under  Cali- 
fornia statute,  see  Monopoly  and  Oompetition,  30,  31. 

Power  of  municipalities  to  contract  with  street  railways  under  New 
Jersey  Traction  Acts,  see  Municipalities,  1. 

Citizen  owning  real  estate  in  city  as  entitled  to  certiorari  to  review 
order  of  Commission  increasing  street  railway  rates,  see  Par- 
ties, 5. 

Reserve  power  of  New  York  state  to  regulate  rates  notwithstand- 
ing municipal  contract,  see  Rates,  13. 

Power  of  legislature  to  change  street  railway  franchise  rates,  see 
Rates,  14. 

Construction  of  New  Jersey  Traction  Acts  with  reference  to  munici- 
pal rate  contracts,  see  Rates,  16. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  intrastate  rates  of  interstate  street 
railway,  see  Rates,  61. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  over  street  railway  rates  not 
limited  by  municipal  contract,  see  Rates,  76. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Georgia  statute  to  change  street  rail- 
way rates,  see  Rates,  87,  88. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  street  railway  to  issue  tickets, 
see  Rates,  101. 

Power  of  Maryland  Commission  to  require  street  railway  company 
to  issue  e?^cess  fare  receipts  on  increasing  rates,  see  Rates, 
102. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  to  require  street  railways  to 
issue  transfers  to  patrons  of  another  company,  see  Rates,  103. 

Statutory  power  of  Nebraska  Commission  over  rates  not  aflFected 
by  Omaha  charter,  see  Ratks,  118. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maryland  statute  over  street 
railway  rates  in  Baltimore,  see  Rates*,  119. 

Colorado  statute  as  giving  mimicipality  power  to  fix  rates  in 
street  railway  franchises,  see  Rates,  129. 

Power  of  Ohio  municipality  to  make  binding  street  railway  rate 
contract,  see  Rates,  133. 

Comparison  of  valuation,  return,  fixed  charges,  traffic',  and  wages 
of  employees,  see  Rates,  151. 

-Required  to  increase  rates  to  meet  those  of  competitor,  see  Rates, 
161. 

Rates  of  competing  street  railway  raised  to  equal  those  of  railwav' 
in  need  of  greater  return,  see  Rates,  161,  162. 

Munieipal  contract  as  limiting  street  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  166. 

BindiBg  franchise  rates  not  increased  merely  because  of  increased 
costs,  see  Rates,  192. 

IVansfers  from  interurban  to  street  railway,  see  Rates,  273,  274. 

Rates  on,  see  Rates  generally  and  particularly,  323-347. 

Six,  seven  and  ten  cent  fares  on,  see  Rates,  324,  325,  327,  330. 

iTpplieation  of  franchise  maximum  rates  for  street  railways  where 
motive  power  has  been  changed  from  horses  or  mules  to  eleo- 
tricfty,  see  Rates,  329. 

Zone  fares  on,  see  Rates,  331-384. 
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Half  fares  for  children  on  street  railways^  see  Rates,  337* 

Excess  car  fare  on,  see  Rates,  338. 

Injunction  forbidding  Commission  to  take  any  action  with  reepeet 
to  rates  as  preventing  consideration  in  petition  for  transfers, 
see  Ratbs,  339. 

Transfers  on,  see  Rates,  339-344. 

Employees  and  pasEiengers  to  oo-operate,  see  Bbtubit^  8. 

When  Investment  is  not  procuring  full  return,  see  Rbtubn,:5. 

What  constitutes  emergency  empowering  Indiana  Commission  to 
increase  franchise  rates  of  street  railway  company,  ^e  Rb> 
tubn,  10. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of>  see  Retubn,  39. 

Operation  of  one-man  cars  on  street  railways,  see  Retuen,  60. 

Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  cost  of  pave* 
ment,  see  Ritubn,  02. 

Taxes  on  park  operated  in  connection  with  street  railway  not 
chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retubn,  68. 

Street  railway  purchasing  power  from  allied  electric  company  to 
pay  a  reasonable  rate,  see  Retubn,  83. 

Rental  for  tracks  by  street  railway  company  as  an  operating  ex- 
pense where  tracks  are  included  in  valuation,  see.  Retubf,  "84. 

Ability  to  meet  increased  prices,  see  Rbtdbk,  87. 

Method  of  fixing  expanses  of,  see  Retubn,  109-112. 

Cost  of  new  paving  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Returit,  121. 

Right  of  Ccmunlssion  to  fix  rates  for  street  railway  company  oper- 
ated by  receiver,  see  Retubn,  130. 

Revenues  and  expenses  of  park  operated  in  connection  with  rail- 
way not  included  in  railway  revenues  and  expenses,  see  Re- 
tubn, 137. 

Amount  street  railway  company  is  entitled  to  earn,  see  Retubn, 
142. 

Street  railway  entitled  to  fair  return  although  occupying  highway 
without  a  franchise,  see  Retubn,  147. 

Increase  in  rates  as  injurious  to  utility,  see  Return,  150. 

Risk  of  enterprise  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see 
Retubn,  168. 

Electric  department  not  to  make  up  losses  of  street  railways,  see 
Return,  203,  206,  208. 

Entire  street  railway  system  to  be  treated  as  a  whole,  see  Retubn, 
210-212,  214,  216. 

Right  to  increase  rates  on  profitable  interurban  branch,  see  Re- 
tubn, 213. 
.  Suburban  line  to  be  treated  as  part  of  municipal  system,  see  Re- 
tubn, 214. 

Unprofitable  branch  of  line  to  be  operated  where  return  as  a  whole 
is  reasonable,  see  Retubn,  216. 

United  Railways  System  of  St.  Louis  to  be  treated  as  a  whole,  see 
Retubn,  217. 

Emergency  relief  to  street  railway  not  delayed  hecause  it  is  in 
hands  of  receivers,  see  Retubn,  220. 
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Improvements  not  to  be  made  during  war,  see  Return,  232. 
Not  required  to  operate  at  a  loss  on  theory  that  it  must  bear  part 

of  war  burdens,  see  Return,  246. 
Application  of  "service  at  cost"  theory  to  gas  company,  see  Re- 
turn, 257. 
Emergency  relief  from  franchise  rates  under  Indiana  statute  to  be 

only  temporary,  see  Return,  268. 
Street  railways  not  to  recoup   war  losses  during  reconstruction 

period,  see  Return,  282. 
Effect  of  increase  in  rates  of,  see  Return,  287-295. 
Reasonableness  of  return  of  street  railway  company,  see  Return, 

319-322. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  street  railway  company  to 

operate  one-man  cars,  see  Service,  7. 
Jurisdiction   of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  street  railway 

service,  see  Service,  28. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  where  escaping  electricity  injures  gas 

main,  see  Service,  38. 
Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  contract  of  street 
railway  company  for  use  of  toll  bridge,  see  Service,  48. 
* '     Mandamus  to  compel  resumption  of  street  ear  service  discontinued 
on  account  of  strike,  see  Service,  61.-     ' 
Duty  to  construct  extensions  as  affected  by  prospective  return,  see 
Service,  74. 
• ' :  Abandonment  of  service  by,  see  Service,  93-97,  105,  106. 

Patrons   to   be   given  time   before   authorising  dis^ntinuance  of 
^"•'   •'  '  street  railway  service,  see  Service,  105. 
'    Service  on,  see  Service,  generally  and  particularly,  186-206. 

Power  of  Commission  under  New  York  statute  to  compel  street 

railway  company  to  replace  track,  see  Service,  187. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  service,  see  Service,  189-201. 
Increase  in  population  as  affecting  increase  in  street  railway  pas- 
sengers, see  Service,  201. 
Abandonment  of  branch-line   service  during  winter,  see   Service, 

202. 
Seats  for  street  railway  passengers  during  rush  hours,  see  Service, 
'    '203. 
_  . .  Operation  of  one-man  cars,  see  Service,  204,  206. 

Advantages  of  skip-stop  system  of  street  railway,  see   Service, 
;        ..      206. 

Effect  of  franchise  provisions  fixing  value  of  property,  see  Valu- 
ation, 43. 
Allowance  for  engineering  in  construction  of  street  railway,  see 
,:..;.  .    Valuation,  84. 

No  allowance  for  conducting  construction,  in  addition  to  actual  cost 
.      which  includes  superintendence,  see  Valuation.  86. 
Consideration  of  forfeit  to  city  for  failure  to  construct  interurban 
'<   •'    '    line,  See  Valuation,  123. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  change  of  gauge,  see  Valuation^  126. 
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Method  of  ascertaining  cost  of  grading  of  streeet  railways,  see 
Valuation,  126. 

Cost  relative  to  maintenance  of  right  of  way  as  chargeable  to  capi- 
tal, see  Valuation,  128. 

Cost  of  paTement  laid  at  expense  of  street  railway  company  as  a 
charge  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  133,  134. 

Consideration  of  unused  street  railway  tracks,  see  Valuation, 
138. 

Park  property  as  nonoperating  property,  see  Valuation,  145. 

Valuation  of  surplus  land  owned  by  street  railway  company,  see 
Valuation,  146. 

Consideration  of  development  losses  or  obsolescent  property,  see 
Valuation,  163-158. 

Allowance  for  expenditures  in  strengthening  bridge  not  owned,  see 
Valuation,  165. 

Allowance  for  value  of  building,  see  Valuation,  172. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  street  railway  company,  see  Val- 
uation, 184,  186,  189-191,  197,  198. 

Annotation  on  construction  and  operation  of  street  railways,  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  622. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  street  railways,  P.U.R.1919A,  p. 
7705  P.UJEL1919B,  p.  750. 

Annotation  on  street  railway  rates,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  571;  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  629. 

Annotation  on  abandonnient  of  street  railway  service,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  687.  ^  ' 

Discussion  of  importance  of  street  railway  service  in  all  thickly 
populated  communities,  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  87. 

Discussion  of  New  Hampshire  statutes  for  relief  of  street  rail- 
ways, P.U.R.1919E,  p.  273. 

Discussion  of  Massachusetts  statutory  provision  for  municipal  con- 
tributions to  street  railways  during  the  emergency  created  by  war. 
P.U.R.1919A,  p.  825. 

Discussion  of  distinguishing  characteristics  of  street  railway, 
P.U.R.1919D,  p.  961. 

1.  Massachusetts  Special  Acts  1918,  chapter  159,  providing  for 
the  taking  over  by  the  commonwealth  of  the  Boston  Elevated  Rail- 
way and  for  the  advancement  of  money  by  the  commonwealth  to  be 
assessed  upon  the  cities  and  towns  enjoying  the  service,  to  maintain 
the  reserve  fund,  is  constitutional,  since  the  means  for  transportation 
for  the  people  at  large  is  a  matter  of  public  interest.  Re  Opinion  of 
Justices  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  612  (S.  C.  281  Mass.  603,  122  N.  E. 
763). 

2.  An  order  of  the  selectmen  of  a  town  requiring  the  relocation 
of  the  tracks  of  a  street  railway  company  should  not  be  set  aside 
on  appeal  to  the  Commission,  because  of  the  cost  of  such  relocation 
or  the  impoverished  financial  condition  of  the  company.  Re  Connecti- 
cut Co.   (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  107. 

3.  The  widening,  grading,  and  paving  of  a  public  street  is  a  public 
improvement  within  the  meaning  of  a  statute  providing  that  no  order 
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of  the  selectmen  of  a  town  for  the  relocation  of  the  tracks  of  a  street 
railway  shall  be  made  except  for  the  purpose  of  public  improvement. 
Re  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  107. 

STRITETSL 

See  generally  Highways  and  Streets. 

Hates  for  water  for  street  sprinkling,  see  Rates,  403. 

STRIKES. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  require  railway  to  perform  com- 
mon-law obligation  to  public,  notwithstanding  its  employees  are 
on  a  strike,  see  Sebvice,  22. 

Mandamus  to  compel  resumption  of  street  car  service  discontinued 
on  account  of  strike,  see  Sebviob,  61. 

STRUCTURES. 

Apportionment   of  structure  expense  of  interurban  raflway,   see 

Appobtionment,  5. 
Szpenae  of  maintenance  of  street  railway  structures,  see  Return, 

109-111. 

STUBENTS. 

Students'  tickets  on  interurban  railways,  see  Rates,  279. 

SUBSCRIBERS. 

Generally,  see  Consttmebs  and  Patbons. 

Duty  of  telephone  subscribers,  see  Sebvice,  209. 

Number  of  subscribers  on  tele^^one  lines,  see  Sebvice,  220-230. 

SUBSIBIARY  COMPANIES. 

Accounting  aa  between  parent  and  subsidiary  companies,  see  Inteb- 
oobpobate  Relations,  5. 

Payments  by  subsidiary  to  parent  company,  see  Retubn,  80. 

Telephone  license  contract  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Retubn, 
81. 

Logging  company  having  acquired  railroad  not  discharged  from 
duty  to  operate  it  because  of  leasing  it  to  subsidiary  com- 
pany controlled  by  same  stockholders,  see  Sebvice,  148. 

SUBSTATION. 

Apporticmment  of  substation  expenses  of  electric  company,  see 


Afp(»tionment,  10. 


SUBURBAN. 

Urban  and  suburban  operation  of  street  railway  to  be  eonsidered  i 
a  whole,  see  Retubn,  212,  215. 

SUBWAY. 

See  Stbeet  Railways. 
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flrUFFIOIElfCT. 

Of  pleading,  see  PLEADiite. 

SUITS.  ' 

City  through  which  railway  runs  not  proper  party  to  suit  in  equity 
by  railroad  against  Commission  to  review  rate  order,  see  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  64. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  district  court  over  suit  by  receivers  to  en- 
join alleged  confiscatory  rates,  see  Courts,  8. 

Withholding  consent  from  taking  of  property  by  eminent  domain 
because  of  i)endency  of  partition  suit,  see  Eminent  Doicaik,  1. 

Immunity  of  United  States  from  suit  as  effecting  state  control  of 
intrastate  rates  under  Federal  control  act,  see  Rates,  54-56. 

Immunity  of  United  States  from  suit,  see  United  States,  L 

SUIiPHnB. 

Amount  of  sulphtir  in  gas,  see  Sebvioe,  127. 

SUMMEl^ 

Flat  rates  for  electricity  for  summer  consumers,  see  Rates,  235. 
Water  rates  for  summer  consumers,  see  Rates,  407-409. 

smi>AY. 

Sunday  express  pick-up  and  delivery  servloe,  see  Service,  125. 

8IJPEItIMTX»IIDElfCE. 

No  allowance  for  conducting  construction,  in  addition  to  allowance 
for  superintendence,  see  Valuation,  86,  09,  101,  107. 

SUPERSEDZa)  PROPERTY. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  150-158. 

SXTPERVISORS. 

See  Boabd  of  Supebtisobs. 

8UPPIJES. 

See  Mateeoals  and  Sttpplies. 

8UPPI«Y. 

Proper  distrilration  of  limited  supply  of  natural  gas,  see  Btscrim- 

ination,  80. 
Extension  of  service  by  gas  company  as  dependent  upon  supply,  see 

Sebvioe,  72. 
Irrigation  company  to  notify  consumers  of  shortage  of  supply  of 

water,  see  Service,  136. 
Effect  of  failing  supply  of  natural  gas  on  duty  of  company  to 

render  service,  see  Sebvioe,  141,  142. 

SUPREME  OOURT. 

Generally,  see  Courts. 
P.UJl.1919  Big.— 32. 
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Power  of  Idaho  legislature  to  authorize  writ  of  certiorari  by  su* 
preme  court  to  review  decisions  of  Commissioiii  see  CsETioBAfii, 
1. 

§ 

SUBOHAROE. 

•Sufficiency  of  application  for  surcharge,  see  Pleading,  7. 
Illegality  of  contract  surcharge  to  rates  under  Missouri  statute,  see 
Rates,  196. 

SURPLUS. 

Accounting  for  abandoned  property,  see  AccouinnNO,  9. 

Optional  service  to  dispose  of  surplus  product,  see  Rates,  219. 

Treatment  of  interest  on  reserve  built  up  from  surplus,  see  Return, 
28. 

Profits  from  sale  of  surplus  oil  bought  to  secure  a  low  price  as  part 
of  operating  revenues,  see  REnruRN,  32. 

Excess  earnings  to  meet  extraordinary  and  emergency  expenses,  see 
Retubn,  79. 

Limitation  to  fair  return  in  the  past  as  rendering  interurban  rail- 
way company  unable  to  meet  wur  costs,  see  Return,  190. 

Effect  of  past  earnings  (m  application  for  emergency  lelief,  see  Re- 
turn, 273. 

Irrigation  company  not  to  make  contract  for  sale  of  surplus  water 
before  determining  how  much  water  may  be  sold,  see  Sbbvigb, 
137. 

To  be  considered  in  valuation  proceedings  undw  Ohio  statute,  see 
Valuation,  7. 

SURPLUS  PRODUCT. 

Sale  of,  as  constituting  company  a  public  utility,  see  Publio  Utili- 
ties, 42-44. 

SUSPENSE  ACCOUNT. 

Gas  company  to  carry  suspense  account  to  care  for  renewals^  see 
AOOOUNTING,  8. 

SUSPENSION. 

Power  of  Maryland  Commission  to  suspend  rates,  see  Rates,  100. 

SWITCH  BOARDS. 

Change  in  location  of,  see  Telephones,  1. 

SWITCHING. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  and  revenues  of  telephone  switching 
service,  see  Apportionment,  20,  22.  * 

Absorption  of  some  switching  charges  as  discriminatory,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 60. 

Different  rates  for  switching  service  for  some  subscribers  as  dis- 
criminatory, see  DiscBiMiNATioN,  66. 

Method  of  payment  for  telephone  switching  service,  see  Paticent, 
11. 
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Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  over  switching  rates  for  service  rendered 
subsequent  to  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  see  Rates,  18. 

Jurisdicti<Hi  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commissioji  over  switching 
charge  made  by  plant  facility  to  line  carrier,  see  Rates,  22. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  over  switching  rates  of  railroad 
under  Federal  control,  see  Rates,  87. 

Unauthorized  increase  in  switching  i^ates  of  another  company  as 
ground  for  increase  in  rates  of  rural  telephone  company  operat- 
ing no  exchange,  see  Rates,  139. 

Switching  charges  on  private  track,  see  Raixs,  203. 

Construction  under  Utah  statute  of  ambiguous  tariffs  covering  ab- 
sorption of  switching  charges,  see  Rates,  315* 

Switching  charges  on  railroads,  see  Rates,  315-319. 

Switching  charge  substituted  for  line  haul  charge,  for  industry  out- 
side of  switching  limits,  see  Rates,  817. 

Line  carrier  and  plant  facility  to  make  contract  for  switching  ears, 
see  Rates,  318. 

Construction  of  Florida  statute  relative  to  adding  switching  charge 
to  line-haul  charge,  see  Rates,  319. 

Telephone  switching  charges,  see  Rates,  364,  365. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  ser>*ice  at  a  loss  as  oon- 
stituting  confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Constitu- 
tion, see  Return,  346, 

TAKING. 

Taking  of  property  as  denial  of  due  process  of  law,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  6-25. 

TABIFF8. 

Grenerally,  see  Rates. 

Definition  of  term  '4ine"  as  used  in  railroad  joint  rat€  tariff,  see 
Rates,  310. 

TAXES  AND  TAXATION. 

Apportionment  of  taxes  as  between  electric  and  hot  water  depart- 
ments, see  Apportionment,  35. 

Apportionment  of  taxes  of  utility  giving  electric  and  street  rail- 
way service,  see  Apportionmext,  40. 

Power  of  state  to  operate  utility  and  pay  deficit  by  taxation,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  102. 

Power  of  state  to  raise  money  by  taxation  to  pay  deficit  of  state- 
managed  utility  without  violating  prohibition  against  use  of 
money  raised  by  taxation  for  private  purposes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  103. 

Apportioning  increased  cost  of,  see  Discrimination,  45. 

Interest  on  mill  tax  adjustments  not  considered  in  determining  rea- 
sonableness of  rates,  see  Return,  6. 

Bond  interest  of  municipal  plant  to  be  provided  for  by  taxation, 
see  Return,  35. 

Taxes  on  municipal  plants  as  proper  charge  to  operation,  see  Re- 
turn, 36. 
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Increased  taxes  as  not  due  to  war^  see  Rettubn,  47. 

Street  railway  to  be  relieved  from  franchise  tax  and  cost  of  pave- 
ment, see  Return,  62. 

Taxes  on  park  operated  in  connection  with  street  railway  not  charge- 
able to  operation,  see  Retubn,  63. 

As  operating  expenses,  see  Retubn,  64r-70. 

Utility  entitled  to  earn  operating  expenses,  depreciation,  and  taxes, 
see  Returx,  141. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  interest,  taxes  and  dividends  of  rail- 
road under  Federal  control,  see  Skcubity  Issues,  28. 

Discontinuance  of  service  because  of  inability  to  pay,  see  Service, 
94. 

Failure  to  earn  operating  expenses  and  taxes  as  ground  for  abandon- 
ing service,  see  Service,  192. 

Taxation  value  as  measiu'e  of  fair  value,  see  Valuation,  23-25. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  taxes  as  an  operating  expense,  P.U^ 
1919C,  p.  873. 

1.  To  pay  deficit  in  the  operation  of  a  state-managed  utility,  the 
state  may  maJce  an  assessment  upon  the  localities  served  without  subdiit- 
ting  the  question  to  such  locality.  Re  Opinion  of  Justices  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  612  (S.  C.  231  Mass.    603,  122  N.  E.  763). 

TAXES  DUBING  OOM8TRUCTIOM.' 

Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  93,  107. 

TAXICABS. 

Establishment  of  automobile  stage  service  where  existing  taxicab 

and  livery  service  is  adequate,  see  AutomobiI/ES,  8. 
Rights  of  taxicab  driver,  under  tJtah  statute,  see  Automobiles,  20. 
As  not  under  jurisdiction  of  Commission,  see  Automobiles,  21. 

TELEGRAPH. 

Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving 
Commission  jurisdiction  over  telegraphs  aud  telephones,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  4. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  tele- 
phones and  telegraphs,  on  power  of  state  Commission,  see  Com- 
missions, 55. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 

Telephone  as  embraced  within  laws  forbidding  consolidation  of  com- 
peting telegraph  lines,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale, 
9. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  President  un- 
der Federal  Control  Acl,  see  Coirts,  5. 

Postmaster  General  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  injunc- 
tion action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Parties, 
12-14. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate 
tel^raph  and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Public 
Utilities,  3. 
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Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  increasing 
-    intrastate  telephone  Knd  telegraph  rates,  see  Bates,  16. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  under  Federal 
control  statute,  see  Rates,  42-53. 

Telegraph  companies  as  subject  to  laws  of  Nevada  notwithstanding 
Federal  control,  see  Telephones,  2-4. 

Power  of  Congress  and  President  to  take  over  telephones  and  tele- 
graphs under  Federal  oontrol  statute,  see  TELCPHOiras,  S,  4. 

Annotation  on  telegraph  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  630. 

Definition  of  ''indicator  telegraph"  as  one  in  which  signals  are 
given  bj  a  pointer  or  indicator  moving  in  different  directions,  P.U.R. 
1910B,  p.  144. 

TEIiEPHONEMI. 

I.  In  general,  1, 
II,  Federal  control,  ^—4. 

J.  In  general. 

Right  of  appeal  to  supreme  court  under  Alabama  statute  giving  Com- 
mission jurisdiction  over  telegraphs  and  telephones,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  4. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  and  revenues  of  telej^one  switching  service, 
see  Apportionment,  20-23. 

Certificate  of  necessity  for  change  from  telegraph  to  telephone  service, 
see  Cebtificates  of  Convenience  and  NECEsanr,  6. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of  telephone  plant  not  grant- 
ed by  Missouri  Commission  imtil  consent  of  local  authorities  has 
been  obtained,  see  Cebtificates  or  Convenience  and  Necessity,  7. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  physical  connection  of 
telephcmes,  see  Commissions,  33. 

Jiirisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  over,  see  Commissions,  62,  63. 

General  jurisdiction  of  Louisiana  Commission,  see  Commissions,  64. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  consolidation  of  telephone  companies, 
see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  6,  7. 

Telephone  as  embraced  within  laws  forbidding  consolidation  of  com- 
peting telegraph  lines,  see  Consolidation,  Merges,  and  Sale,  9. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  furnish  long-distance  service  to  patrons 
of  another  company  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  10. 

Order  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephones  as  denial  of  due  proc- 
ess, see  Constitutional  Law,  23,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  telephone  service  notwithstanding 
contract,  see  Constitutional  Law,  8S. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  telephone  plant,  see  Depreciation,  56-64. 

Reduced  telephone  rates  to  city  but  not  to  coimty  as  discriminatory 
under  New  York  statute,  see  Discrimination,  15. 

Reduced  rate  to  telephone  stockholders  as  discriminatory,  see  Diborim* 
ination,  22,  23. 
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Validity  under  South  Dakota  statute  of  levying  assessmait  against 
stockholders  while  charging  other  subscribers  annual  rate,  see  Dig- 

CBIMINATION,  23. 

Telephone  company  to  pay  rental  to  owners  of  equipment,  see  Disobuc- 
INATION,  26,  27. 

Imposing  "other  line  charge"  on  all  toll  messages  regardless  of  distance, 
see  DiscRiKmATiON,  65. 

Discrimination  in  telephone  rates,  see  Discrimination,  65-73. 

Mileage  or  zone  basis  for  telephone  rates,  see  Discrimination,  6^,  70. 

Discrimination  in  refusing  telephone  service,  see  Discrimination,  84-86* 

Electrical  interference  between  high  voltage  wires  and  telephone  wires, 
see  Electricity,  3-6. 

Benefit  of  single  utility  in  field,  see  Monopolt  aud  Cohpetition,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  prevent  duplication  of 
service  by  telephone  company  organized  prior  to  enactment  of  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  Law,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  6. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  to  prevent  patrons  changing  to  an- 
other telephone  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  7. 

Missouri  Commission  not  to  permit  competition  where  telephone  com- 
pany is  rendering  adequate  service,  see  Monopoly  and  Compbiition, 
10. 

Rea  judicata  of  Commission  order  as  to  physical  connection  of  tele- 
phones, see  Orders,  7. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  make  prompt  payment,  see  Payment,  8. 

Method  of  payment  for  toll  and  switching  service,  see  Payment,  11. 

Demurrer  to  petition  for  penalty  because  of  failure  of  telephone  0(aii- 
pany  to  obey  order  as  to  physical  connection,  see  Pleading,  6. 

Sufficiency  of  pleading  in  proceeding  for  increase  of  telephone  rates, 
see  Pleading,  8. 

Rural  telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Oregon  statute,  see 
Public  Utilities,  7. 

Telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  Minnesota  statute,  see  Pub- 
Lio  Utilities,  12. 

Mutual  teleph(Hie  company  as  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  13, 
14. 

Validity  of  telephone  rate  listed  in  directory  but  not  approved  by  Com- 
mission, see  Rates,  80. 

Power  of  Missouri  Conunission  to  prescribe  telephone  toll  rates,  see 
Ra'tes,  33. 

Bower  of  Indiana  Commission  to  regulate  rate  for  telephone  message 
routed  through  another  state,  see  Rates,  57. 

Power  of  Commission  to  adjudicate  rate  contract  between  telephone 
company  and  stockholders,  see  Rates,  03. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  rates  of  telephones  operating  partially 
outside  of  municipalities,  see  Rates,  116. 

Unauthorized  increase  in  switching  rates  of  another  company  as  ground 
for  increase  in  rates  oi  rural  telephone  company  operating  no  ex- 
change, see  Rates,  139. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  348-379. 
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Party-line  service  not  to  be  withdrawn  where  there  is  public  demand  for 
it,  see  Rates,  367. 

Zone  system  for  telephone  charges,  see  Rates,  376-379. 

Expenditures  of  telephone  company  occasioned  by  sleet  storm  as  charge- 
able to  depreciation  and  not  to  maintenance,  see  Return,  76. 

Payments  by  subsidiary  to  parent  company,  see  Return,  80. 

Telephone  license  contract  with  parent  company  as  chargeable  to  opera- 
tion, see  Return,  81. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of  telephone  company,  see  Return,  323-335. 

Requiring  telephone  company  to  render  service  at  a  loss  as  constituting 
confiscation  prohibited  by  Federal  and  state  Constitution,  see  Re- 
turn, 346. 

Effect  of  payment  of  dividends  at  expense  of  depreciation  and  main- 
tenance, see  Return,  355. 

Right  of  telephone  company  under  Michigan  statute  to  sue  in  court  of 
equity  for  specific  performance  of  contract  for  physical  connection 
of  systems  after  Commission  has  obtained  jurisdiction,  see  Service, 

6. 

Contract  as  to  the  division  of  telephone  territory  as  limiting  jurisdic- 
tion of  Commission,  see  Service,  19. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see 
Service,  49-51. 

Power  of  Commission  to  restrict  competition  between  telephone  com- 
panies as  to  present  patrons,  see  Service,  52. 

Telephone  instruments,  branch  lines,  and  wires  not  to  be  owned  by  sub- 
scribers, see  Service,  114. 

Service  by  telephone  company,  see  Service  generally  and  particularly, 
207-236. 

License  to  hotel  to  render  telephone  service,  see  Seuvioe,  212. 

Cutting  of  telephone  lines  as  change  of  facilities  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  Service,  218. 

Party-line  service,  see  Service,  224-230. 

Number  of  telephone  subscribers  on  line,  see  Sebvioe,  226-230. 

Physical  connection  of,  see  Service,  231-235. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  to  telephone  company,  see  Valuation, 
181,  192. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  in  case  of  telephone  companies,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  130. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  telephones,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  750; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  170. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  telephones,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  26;  P.U.R. 
1919D,  p.  572;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  630. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  of  telephone  utility,  P.U.R. 
1919B,  p.  544;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  879:  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  141. 

Annotation  on  expenses  of  telephone  company  for  telephones  as  an 
operating  expense,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  132. 

Annotation  on  service  for  telephones,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  292. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  telephone  plant,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  222. 

Control  of  Michigan  Commission  over  telephone  companies  as  com- 
mon carriers,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  46. 
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Discussion  of  principles  and  basis  of  apportionment  of  cost  of 
service  resulting  from  interconnection  of  exchanges,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  117. 

Discussion  of  basis  of  apportionment  of  telephone  expenses,  P.U.R. 
1919F,  p.  234. 

Discussion  of  relation  of  subsidiary  "Bell"  company  to  Western 
Electric  Company,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  363. 

1.  The  consent  of  the  Missouri  Commission  is  not  required  for  the 
change  in  location  of  a  telephone  company*s  switchboard.  Farmers 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Versailles  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.UJL1913A,  21). 

II.  Federal  control. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  telephones 
and  telegraphs,  on  power  of  state  Commission,  see  Commissiuxs,  55. 

Power  of  court  to  inquire  into  abuse  of  discretion  by  President  under 
Federal  Control  Act,  see  Courts,  5. 

Order  of  Postmaster  General  as  justifying  telephone  company  In  Tiolat- 
ing  orders  of  Oklahoma  Commission,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  2,  3. 

Postmaster  (general  rather  than  his  agent  as  proper  party  in  injunction 
action  against  collection  of  telephone  rates,  see  Parties,  12-14. 

Telephone  company  under  Federal  control  not  proper  party  in  suit  to 
enjoin  rates  established  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Partiics,  14. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate  tele- 
graph and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Pubuo  Util- 
ities, 3. 

Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  Postmaster  General  from  increasing  in- 
trastate telephone  and  telegraph  rates,  see  Rates,  16. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  over  intrastate  rates  under  Federal 
control  act,  see  Rates,  42-53. 

Liability  to  fine  under  state  law  although  obeying  order  of  Postmaster  • 
General,  see  Rates,  46. 

Necessity  for  filing  charge  for  change  of  name  in  telephone  directory 
although  ordered  by  Postmaster  General,  see  Rates,  201. 

Effect  of  Federal  control  of  telephones,  see  Rates,  356-359. 

Power  of  Commission  imder  Missouri  statute  to  require  physical  con- 
nection of  telephone  lines  under  Federal  control,  see  Servicr,  16. 

Telephone  companies  as  subject  to  laws  of  Nevada  notwithstanding  Fed- 
eral control,  see  Teli;phone8,  2-4. 

Annotation  on  Federal  control  of  telephones,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  714; 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  307. 

Text  of  the  order  of  the  Postmaster  General  with  reference  to 
changes  in  telephone  rates,  P.UJR.1919C,  p.  271. 

2.  Telephone  and  telegraph  companies  will  be  required  to  conform 
to  the  laws  of  Nevada,  notwithstanding  they  may  be  under  Federal  con- 
trol for  the  purpose  of  unified  operation.  Re  United  Fanners'  Teleph. 
k  Teleg.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1D19B,  709. 

8.  Congress  possessed  the  right  under  the  war  power  to  confer  upon 
the  President  by  joint  resolution  of  July  16,  1918  (40  Stat,  at  L.  904, 
chap.  154,  Comp.  Stat.  1918,  §  3115fx,  Appx.),  the  power  to  take  over 
and  operate  telephone  and  telegraph  systems  as  a  war  emergency  meas- 
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ure.  Dakota  Cent.  Telcph.  Co.  v.  South  Dakota  ex  rel.  Payne  (U.  S.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  717  (S.  C.  250  U.  S.  168,  68  L.  ed.  910,  4  AXJC  1623, 
39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  507). 

4.  Authority  to  take  complete  possession  and  exelnsire  control, 
with  the  right  to  the  entire  operating  revenues,  was  conferred  upon 
the  President  by  the  joint  resolution  of  July  16,  1918  (40  Stat,  at  L. 
904,  chap.  154,  Comp.  Stat.  1918,  §  3115|x.  Appx.),  empowering  him, 
as  a  war  emergency  measure,  'to  supervise  or  to  take  possession  and 
assume  control  oi  any  telegraph,  telephone,  marine  cable,  or  radio  sys- 
tem or  systems,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  to  operate  the  same  in  such 
manner  as  may  be  needful  or  desirable  for  the  duration  of  the  war, 
which  supervision,  possession,  control,  or  operation  shall  not  extend 
beyond  the  date  of  the  proclamation  by  the  President  of  the  exchange 
of  ratifications  of  the  treaty  of  peace."  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
South  Dakota  ex  rel.  Payne  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1919D,  717  (8.  C.  260  U.  S. 
163,  63  L.  ed.  910,  4  A.L.R.  1623,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  ^7). 

TEMPOILARY. 

'   Standard  price  as  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  for  gas  com- 
panies to  be  temporary,  see  Retubn,  25. 
Emergency  rates  to  8e  temporary,  see  Retubn,  254. 

TEBffOBARY    IKJITNCTIOK. 

•  See  Injunction. 

TENANTS. 

Manufacture  and  sale  of  electricity  to  tenants  by  company  organized 
imder  New  York  Transportation  Corporations  Law  afl  public 
service,  see  Public  Utilities,  60. 

TCN-CENT  FARES. 

On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  327,  330,  346;  Return,  291,  292,  294. 

TCNDEB. 

Effect  of  tender  of  payment  upon  right  to  discontinue  service,  see 
PATMEirr,  14. 

TENNESSEE. 

Provision  in  Tennessee  Railroad  Commission  Act  as  to  eligibility 
of  Commissioners  carried  over  into  act  extending  powers  to  all 
utilities,  see  Commissions,  3. 

Power  of  city  to  attack  Tennessee  statute  because  of  failure  to  pro- 
vide for  digfbUity  of  Commissioners,  see  OoNSTrnmONAi.  Law, 
2. 

Statutes  regulating  utilities  and  imposing  speeial  duties  on  utili- 
ties other  than  railroads  as  class  legislation,  see  Constitu- 
TiONAX  Law,  29-30. 

Bower  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  45,  54. 

Validity  of  statute  authorizing  Conmiission  to  change  IraMkise 
rates,  see  CoNSTirunoNAi.  Law,  54. 
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Validity  of  Public  Utilities  Statute  with  reference  to  title,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  109. 

TEBMINAI*  BAHiBOADS. 

See  Railroads. 

TERMINALS. 

New  York  Commission  without  power  to  require  physical  connec- 
tion of  railroad  giving  one  railroad  the  right  to  use  terminals  of 
the  other,  see  Iitteboobpobate  Relations,  4. 

Distinction  between  terminal  service  and  line  haul,  see  Rates,  320. 

Use  of  terminal  facilities  by  other  railroads,  see  Service,  179. 

What  constitutes  terminal  service  as  distinct  from  plant  service, 
see  Sebviob,  184. 

TERRITORY. 

Effect  of  contract  dividing  telephone  territory  on  jurisdiction  of 

Commission,  see  Service,   19. 
Division  of  territory  between  telephone  subscribers,  see  Service, 

210. 

TEXAS. 

Conflict  between  municipal  ordinance  regulating  jitneys  and  state 
highway  law,  see  Automobiles,  2. 

Statutory  power  of  municipalities  to  regulate  automobiles  as  not 
in  conflict  with  Texas  Constitution,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
4. 

Exercise  by  cjty  of  statutory  right  to  regulate  jitneys  not  exercise 
of  legislative  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  96. 

Restricting  operation  of  jitneys  as  not  violating  Texas  anti-monop- 
oly laws,  see  Constitutional  Law,  104.  * 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  erection  of  depot  not 
in  issue  where  order  merely  required  railroad  to  perform  duty, 
see  Orders,  1. 

Legalizing  unauthorized  abandonment  of  railroad  by  Texas  legisla- 
ture, see  Railroads,  1. 

Reasonableness  of  Commission  order  requiring  maintenance  of  agent 
at  station  although  not  required  by  Texas  statute,  see  Serviobb, 
173. 

THEATERS. 

Difference  in  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  electric  bills  of  mov- 
ing picture  theater  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbhiination,  88. 

Electric  rate  for  moving  picture  theater  as  midway  between  lighting 
and  power  rates,  see  Rates,  229. 

THEORETIOAI*  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Depbeciation. 

THERMOSTATS. 

Installation  of  thermostats  by  heating  company,  see  Skkvioe^  182. 
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THREATENED  COMPETITION. 

Effect  of  eharacter  of  service  at  time  of  threatened  competition,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  16. 

THROUGH  RATES. 

Su£Q«iency  of  evidence  to  sustain  findings  of  trial  court,  see  Afpbal 

AND  Review,  47. 
Power  of  ComnuBsioii  imder  Indiana  statute  to  regulate  joint  rates 

on  railroad,  see  Rates,  106. 
On  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  261. 
On  railroads,  see  Rates,  306-311. 

THROUGH  TRAIN. 

Stopping  of  throu£^  train,  see  Sebviob,  167,  168. 

TICKETS* 

Requiring  use  of  tickets*  or  tokens  to  secure  benefit  of  lower  rate 

as  presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  and  Rsvibw,  33. 
Cash  street  railway  fares  of  10  cents  as  discriminatory  where  four 

tickets  are  sold  for  25  cents,  see  Discrimination,  64. 
Power   of  Massachusetts   Commission  to  require  the  issuance   of 

street  railway  tickets,  see  Rates,  101. 
Street  railway  tickets  at  reduced  rates,  see  Rates,  335-338. 
Excess  car  fare  on  street  railways  because  of  failure  to  purchase 

tickets,  see  Rates,  338. 
Sale  of  tickets  for  one-man  street  cars,  see  Sebvice,  206. 

TDIE. 

Limitation  of  time  within  which  to  appeal  from  order  of  Commis- 
sion, see  Appeal  and  Review,  57. 

Limitation  of  time  under  Illinois  statute  for  commencement  of  con- 
struction under  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Cebtificates  of 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  8-11. 

Of  application  for  permission  to  construct  crossing,  see  Cbossings, 
31. 

Municipalities  not  to  be  required  to  pay  increased  rates  until  end 
of  budget  period,  see  Discbimination,  18. 

Of  valuation  of  plant  for  municipal  purchase,  see  Municipal 
Plants,  11. 

Limitation  of  time  for  use  of  conunutation  tickets,  see  Rates,  278. 

Limitation  of  actions  for  reparation,  see  Repabation,  10. 

TITIiE. 

Validity  of  Tennessee  Public  Utilities  Statute  with  reference  to 

title,  see  CoNsnTUnoNAL  Law,  109. 
Effect  of  disputed  title  to  diteh  on  servic^  of  irrigation  company,  see 

Service,  138. 
Costs  of  extinguishing  adverse  claim  of  title  as  part  of  original  cost, 

see  Valuation,  54. 
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TOKENS. 

Requiring  use  of  tickets  or  tokens  to  secure  benefit  of  lower  rate  a» 
presenting  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  ajh)  Review,  33. 

TOIX  BRIDGE. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commisssion  to  fix  toll-bridge  charges  for 
street  railway  oompany,  see  CoNsnrunoNAi.  Law,  79. 

Operator  of  a  toll  bridge  as  public  utility  under  West  Virginia 
statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  CommissicHi  over  contract  of  street 
railway  company  for  use  of  toll  bridge,  see  Sebviob,  48. 

TOI.I.  BIEKYIQB. 

Imposing  "other  line  charge**  on  all  toll  messages  regardless  of  dis- 
tance, see  DiscBOiiNATioi?,  65. 
Different  toll  rates  for  some  subscribers  as  discriminatofj,  tee  Dis- 

CRIMINATIO??,  66. 

Method  of  payment  for  telephone  toll  service,  see  Payment,  11. 
Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  prescribe  telephone  toll  rates,  see 

Rates,  33. 
Toll  charges  on  telephones,  see  Rates,  360-363. 
Telephone  toll  switching  charge  in  Wisconsin,  see  Rate8^  86ft. 
Charge  to  nonsubscribers,  see  Rates,  366. 
Telephone  toll  service,  see  Sebviob,  222,  22S. 

TON  MILE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment,  15. 
Comparison  of  ton-mile  earnings  on  steam  railroad  with  thoM  of  in- 
terurban  railways,  eee  Rates,  146. 

TOOLS. 

Value  of,  as  basis  for  allowance  for  overhead  expenses,  see  ValuA' 

TION,   85. 
Consideration  of  tools  for  construction  gangs,  see  Valuation,  122. 
Consideration  of  worn-out  tools,  see  Valuatkhi,  142. 

TORONTO*  HABIILTON  Sc  BITFFALO  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Discussion  of  evidence  held  not  to  show  that  the  guaranty  of  oer* 
tain  bonds  of  the  Toronto,  Hamilton  k  Buffalo  Railway  Company  by 
the  Michigan  Central  Railway  Company  and  the  New  York  Central 
Railway  Company  would  be  tUtra  vireM,  P.U.RJ.919By  p.  27. 

TOWN. 

See  aleo  Municipalitibs. 

Effect  of  town  license  to  q>erate  automobiles,  see  J^vtouoibileb,  9. 

As  proper  party  in  proceedings  involving  reasonableaees  of  contract 

rates,  see  Pabties,  16. 
Tewn  and  outside  consumers  not  to  be  segregated  in  proceeding  to 

determine  readonableness  of  A^rter  rates^  see  Retubn,  198. 
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.TBA0KIX88  THOLUESY. 

Operation  of  tracklegs  trolley  by  street  railway  company,  see  Au- 
TOMOBUJSS,  18*  * 

TRACK  MUS. 

As  basis  of  i^pinrtioiimeiit,  see  Appo^biONMiEiii^  6,  6. 

TBAGXS. 

See  also  Railboads;  Stbbbt  JUzlways. 

Jurisdiction  of'  Commission  to  determine  validity  of  location  of 
street  railway  within  public  square,  see  Commissions,  15. 

Rental  for  tracks  by  street  railway  company  as  an  oj»erating  expense 
where  tracks  are  included  hi  valuation,  see  Return,  84. 

Po\/er  of  C<Mnmi8sion  under  New  York  statute  to  compel  street  rail- 
way company  to  replace  track,  see  Sebvice,  187. 

TRACTION  ACTS. 

See  Statutes. 

TRACTION  COMPANT. 

See  INTEBUBBAN   RAILWAYS;    STBXBT  RAILWAYS. 

TRAFFIC 

Comparison  of  traffic  statistics  of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  151. 
Density  of  traffic  as  affecting  commutation  rates  on  interurban  rail- 
ways, see  Rates,  275. 
Effect  of  increase  in  rates  on  street  railway  traffic,  see  Rates,  847. 

TRAILERS. 

Arizona  rules  regulating  automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers, 
see  Automobiles,  15. 

TRAIN  DESPATCHING. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  train  despatching  of  interurban  rail- 
way, see  AppoBnoNiCENT^  12. 

TRAINBfEN. 

Apportionment  of  trainmen  expenses  of  interurban  railway,  see 
Afpobtionkent,  13. 

TRAIN-MILE  METH6d. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Afpobtionment,  9. 

TRAINS. 

Jurisdiction  of  CommiBsion  over  smoking  on  elevated  and  subway 
trains,  see  Commissions,  49. 

Requiring  rerouting  of  trains  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  6. 

Requiring  certain  trains  to  be  stopped  at  stations  as  denial  of  due 
process,  see  Constitutional  Law.  IL 
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Requiring  rerouting  of  passenger  trains  as  denial  of  equal  protec- 
tion, see  Constitutional  Law,  26. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  i-eroute  passenger  trains  as  burden  on 
interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commeboe,  22. 

Restoration  of  passenger  train  although  operated  at  a  loss,  where 
whole  return  is  rea!!sonable,  see  Rstubn,  219v  •' 

Passenger  train  service  on  railroads,  see  Service,  156-160. 

Railroads  not  required  to  stop  through  trains  at  small  stations, 
see  Service,  157,  168,  160. 

TRAM  TRACKS. 

As  railroads  under  Massadhusetts  statute^  see  Railboai>6,  3. 

TRANSFER  COBIPANIES. 

Accounting  for,  see  Aocounting,  11-13. 

Baggage  transfer  company  as  public  iitility  under  New  York  stat- 
ute, see  Public  Utilities,  20,  21. 

€k>ncurrent  power  of  Commission  and  board  of  alderman  to  regu- 
late rates  of  baggage  transfer  company,  see  Rates,  72. 

City  rather  than  Commission  as  having  power  to 'fix  rates  o^  trans- 
fer company  operating  as  a  public  hackman  under  city  license, 
see  Rates,  123. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  baggage  transfer  company^  ACe 
Valuation,  196. 

TRANSFERS. 

Franchise  right  to  5  cent  street  railway  fare  as  impaired  by  ordi- 
nance requiring  transfer,  see  Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Failure  of  street  railway  company  to  give  transfers  to  patrons 
entering  on  interurban  line  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 63. 

Giving  of  mispunched  and  nonusable  transfer  as  violating  New 
York  statute  imposing  penalty  for  failure  of  street  railway  to 
give  transfers,  see  Fines  and  Penalties,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  street  railway  to  issue  transfers 
to  patrons  of  another  company,  see  Rates,  103. 

Street  railway  company  required  to  charge  for  transfers  where 
such  charge  was  made  by  competitor,  see  Rates,  161. 

From  interurban  to  street  railways,  see  Rates,  273-274. 

Injunction  forbidding  Commission  to  take  any  action  with  respect 
to  rates  as  preventing  consideration  of  petition  for  transfers, 
see  Rates,  339. 

On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  339-344. 

TRANSMISSION  LINES. 

Generally,  see  Wires  and  Cables. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  oonstnis- 

.   tion  by  water  c(Mnpany  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered 

territory,  see  Certificates  of  Covenience  and  Necessity,  13. 
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Method  of  estimating  transmission  expense,  see  RETtJBN,  46. 
Cost  of  electric  service  based  on  steam-plant  Operation  rather  than 
on  transmission  line  cost,  see  Return,  49. 

TBANSMISSION  MAINS. 

Apportionm^t  of  natural  gas  transmission  main  as  between  gas 
and  electric  departments  of  utility,  see  AppoBTioNMi!:.NT^  28. 

TRANSPORTATION   CORPORATIONS  I»AW« 

See  Statutes. 

TRANSPOSITION. 

Definition  of,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  646. 

TRESPASSERS* 

Street  railway  not  a  trespasser  although  occupy hig  highway  after 
expiration  of  franchise,  see  Fbancuisbs,  7. 

TltlAX..  • 

Venue  of  suit  against  Postmaster  General,  see  Injunction,  2. 
Period  for  testing  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Rates,  144. 

1.  Failure  of  a  trial  coitrt  to  present  issues  in  a  special  charge 
is  not  erroneous  wbere  clearly  and  succinctly  given  in  the  general 
charge.  Angelina  &  X.  River  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Tex.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  454  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  70S). 

2.  A  special  issue  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  Commission  order 
requiring  the  construction  of  a  depot  building,  sidings,  and  spur  tracks 
is  not  objectionable  on  the  theory  that  it  should  have  been  confined 
to  the  depot  buildings  alone.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  N.  I. 
K.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R.1919E,  328  (S.  C.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W. 
535). 

3.  A  requested  addition  to  a  special  issue  of  whether  a  railroad 
had  desi^ated  depot  grounds  at  a  specified  point,  that  a  designation 
once  made  cannot  afterwards  be  changed  by  the  railroad,  is  properly 
refused.  Railroad  Commission  v.  Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  328  (8.  0.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  535). 

TRIAL  COURT. 

Generally,  see  Cotjbts. 

Right  on   certiorari  under  Missouri   statute  to  raise  points  not 

presented  to  trial  court  on  motion  for  new  trial  or  in  arrest, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  36. 

TROUGHS. 

Municipality  to  pay  for  water  for  water  troughs,  see  Rates,  382, 

^TWO-UNE  19AUL. 

Rate  for,  see  Rates,  312. 
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UHCOIXECTABLE  AOOOUKT8. 

As  chargeable  to  operation,  see  RETUair,  92-95. 

UKDISTRIBUTED  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionmert,  43. 

UNIFORM  ACCOUNTS. 

See  Accounting. 

UNINCORPORATED  ASSOCIATION. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  unincorporated  association  to  ren- 
df  r  service,  see  Mandamus,  8. 

UNION  STATION. 

Basis  for  computing  depreciaticMi,  see  Depeeciatiok,  18. 
Apportionment  of  interest  of  cost  thereof  between  railroads  using 
ity  see  Railboads,  2. 

UNITED  RAII.WATS  As  EUSOTRIO  OOMPANT. 

History  of  formation  and  capitalization  of  the  United  Battwajra 
A  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  P.UJL1919C,  p.  81. 

UNITED  RAILWAYS  SYSTEM. 

United  Railways  System  of  St.  Louis  to  be  treated  as  a  whole, 
see  RsTUBN,  217. 

UNITED  STATES. 

Immunity  of  United  States  from  suit  as  affecting  state  oontrol  of 
intrastate  rates  under  Federal  oontrol  act,  see  Ratbs,  54-56. 
Relation  of  states  to  Federal  government,  see  States,  1. 

1.  A  suit  to  restrain  action  by  a  Federal  officer  which  is  asserted 
to  be  in  excess  of  his  powers,  to  the  detriment  of  the  rights  and 
duties  of  the  state  authority,  could  be  entertained  by  a  state  court, 
although  that  court  may  have  been  mstaken  in  its  view  that  the  acts 
complained  of  were  not  authorized  by  the  laws  of  the  Unted  States, 
unless  the  contentions  concerning  the  want  of  power  were  so  unsub- 
stantial and  frivolous  as  to  afford  no  basis  for  jurisdiction,  and  henoe 
caused  the  suit  to  be  from  the  beginning  one  against  the  United  Statea. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  North  Dakota  ex  rel.  Langer  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1910D, 
706  (S.  0.  250  U.  S.  136,  63  L.  ed.  897,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  502). 

UNITED  STATES  CONSTITUTION, 

See  Federal  CoNSTrruTioir. 

UNITED  STATES  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION. 

Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station 
because  of  expense  where  wages  have  been  volimtarily  and  un- 
reasonably increased,  see  Service,  174. 
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TOUTED  STATES  SITPBEME  OOURT. 

Error  from,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  27-34. 

Order  of  CommisBion  upheld  by  state  courts  requiring  restoration 

of  sidetrack  as  state  law  subject  to  review  by  Federal  Supreme 

Court  under  laws  of  Congress  and  Federal  Constitution,  see 

Appeal  and  Review,  29. 
What  constitutes  trivial  question  not  requiring  consideration  by 

court,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  31. 
Construction  of  state  law  not  Federal  question,  see  Appeal  akd 

Review,  34. 

TOIITPBIOES. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  6,  58-70. 
AYCO'age  prices  used  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  ValtT" 

▲TiON,  69-70. 
Allowance  for  overheads  as  dependent  upon  unit  prices  used  in 

ascertaining  cost  of  reproduction,  see  Valuation,  81. 
Value  of  comparison  of  allowances  for  overhead  expenses  where 

different  basis  of  unit  prices  is  used,  see  Valuation,  104. 

VWOBED  PROPERTY. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  135- 
158. 

URBAN. 

Urban  and  suburban  operation  of  street  railway  to  be  considered 
■A  a  whole,  see  Retubn,  212. 

USE. 

As  basis  of  apportioning  expenses  of  rural  telephone  switching,  tee 

Apfobtionment,  23. 
As  one  of  the  elements  of  depreciation,  see  Depbegiation,  7. 

UTAH. 

Right  of  holder  of  state  or  town  license  to  operate  automobiles, 
in  violation  of  Utah  Public  Utilities  Act,  see  Automobiles,  9. 

Construction  of  Utah  statute  relative  to  obtaining  certificate  of 
public  convenience  for  operation  of  automobile  stage  line,  see 
Automobiles,  10. 

Rights  of  operator  of  hack  or  taxicab  business  under  Utah  statute, 
see  Automobiles,  20. 

Power  of  Commission  to  restrain  illegal  operation  of  jitneys  with- 
out determination  that  highways  are  in  fact  public,  see  Com- 
missions, 16. 

Automobiles  operated  for  hire  as  public  utility  under  Utah  stat- 
ute, see  Public  Utilities,  32. 

Household  appliances  to  take  electric  cooking  and  power  rather 
than  lighting  rate,  see  Rates,  230. 

Students'  tickets  on  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  279. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 33. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


614  UTILi'llES— VALUATION. 

Ctonstruction  under  Utah  statute  of  ambiguous  tariffs  covering  ab- 
sorption of  switching  charges,  see  Rates,  316. 

Bond  interest  of  municipal  plant  to  be  provided  for  by  taxation, 
see  Return,  35. 

Exclusive  jurisdiction  of  Utah  Commission  over  pubUo  utilities, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  190. 

UTUilTIES. 

See  Public  Utilities. 

VACANT  BOOBIS. 

As  affecting  heating  rates,  see  Rates,  258. 

VACATION. 

Vacation  charges  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates,  349* 

VAI.UATION. 

I.  In  general,  1. 
II.  Jurisdictionf  powerSf  and  duties  of  Contmissionf  2,  8. 
III.  Methods  and  measures  of  ascertaining  value  or  cost,  4^-^l, 
a.  Ascertainment  of  value,  4r~68. 

1,  Ascertainment  of  value  for  rate  making ^  4^44, 

(a)  In  general,  4—7. 

(h)  Miscellaneous    factors    to    he    considered, 
8-14. 

(c)  Original  (^st  or  investment  as  measure,  15— 

19. 

(d)  Reproduction  cost  as  measure,  20. 

(e)  .  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  nieas-' 

ure,  21,  22. 

(f)  Taxation  value,  28— 25* 

(g)  Sale  price,  26-^1. 

(h)   Value  of  outstanding  securities,  82—83. 

(i)  Market  value  of  securities,  89. 

(j)   Book  cost  or  value,  40,  41, 

(k)  Expert  opinion  as  to  value,  42* 

(I)   Value  fixed  in  franchise,  48. 

(m)  Comparison  udth  other  plants,  44. 

2.  Ascertainment  of  value  for  municipal  purchase, 

46-62. 
8.  Asoertainm^ent  of  value  for  purpose  of  sale,  68, 
"b.  Ascertainment  of  original  cost,  54—57. 
c.  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost,  68—71» 

1.  In  general,  68. 

2.  Use  of  average  prices,  69—00. 
8.  Use  of  war  prices,  07—70. 

d*  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation, 
71. 
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IV.  Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation^  75?— ^O. 
a.  In  general,  72^74t, 
*  5.  Where  net  earrHngs  have   been  iMadeqmUet'  75—77. 
o.  Effect  of  high  degree  of  efficieney,  7S^^O, 
T.  NonphuBical  dements  affecting  value  or  cost,  81—121. 
a.  Overhead  expef^eea,  SI— 109, 

1,  In  general,  SI,  S2, 

2,  Where  items  have  been  changed' to  operation,  S3*. 

8.  Engineering  and  supervision,  S^^-^6, 

4.  LegtH  and  organization  expenses,   S7. 

6.  Interest  during  eonstrueUon,  SS'^2. 

(a)  In  general,  SS—91. 

(h)   ConstrueUen  period^  Mu 

0.  Taxes  during  eonstruetion^  98. 

7.  ^reliminarjf  operation  eocp^nse,  #4.- 

5.  Allowances  for  groups  of  expenses,  9S—102, 

9.  Overhead  expenses  on  nonuHHtpf  prdperty,  108. 
lO^  Comparison  with  aUmvances  &y  o$her  CommiSm 

sions,  104. 
11.  Necessity  of  proof  of  expenditures,  10&-109. 
h.  Bond  discount  and  brokerage,  ll^^llS. 

c.  PavittguoverwuHns,  119,  120. 

d.  Adaptation  mkA  solidification,  121. 

VI.  Miscellaneous  items  chargeable  to  eapiUtH,  122—134. 

a.  In  general,  122— 12S.  » 

b.  Replacements,  129— 181. 

o.  Uncompensated  services,  182. 

d.  Paving  laid  by  street  yanivay  com^[>any,  133,  134. 
VII.  Valuation  of  particular  Mnds  of  tangtble  property,  136- 
19S.    . 

a.  Property  not  used  or  useful,  ISS^ISS.  ^ 

1.  In  general,  136— 13S. 

2.  Investment  in  advance  of  present  needs,  139—141. 

3.  Woim  out  tools,  142. 

4.  Nonntility  property,  143—149. 

(a)  In  general,  143—146. 

(b)  Unused  lands,  146—149. 

6.  Obsolescent  property;  development  losses,   160— 

16S.  ^ 

b.  Samtngs  reinvested  in  plant,    169-163. 

o.  Property  not  owned  or  paid  for  by  utility,  164—169. 

1.  In  general,  164,  166. 

2.  Service  connections  paid  for  by  consumers,'  16 6- 

169. 

d.  Donated  property,  170. 

e.  Property  outside  the  state,  171. 

f.  Buildings  attd  other  strucUires,  172. 

g.  Lands,  173-179. 

1.  In  general,  173—176, 

2.  Appreciation,  177,  17S. 
8*  Severance  damages^  179» 
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616  VALUATION,  I. 

VII. — continued. 

h.  Underground  water  channel,  180. 
*>  i.  Warhk^g  oapUal,  ISl—lBS. 

1,  In  generalf  ISl^^lSS, 

2,  Effect  of  advance  payment  of  h€UB,  186, 

3,  Method  of  detennining  proper  dUowance,   1^7— 

191. 

4,  Amounts  allowed^  192-'198, 

VITI,  Valuation  of  particular  Mnda  of  intangible  propert/g,  199^ 

.    24:4:. 

a.  In  general,  199,  200. 
h.  Going  value,  201-^27. 

1.  In  general,  201^204. 

2.  Neoeewitg  for  considering  going  vaMme,  208-^08. 

5.  Consideration  of  plant  as  a  going  oonoem,  209^ 

218. 
4.  Consideration  of  earig  losses,  214^^21. 

6.  Capitalization  of  earnings  as  meaeure  ot  going 

value,  222. 
8.  Consideration  of  higih  degree  st  efficiency  of  plant, 
228. 

7.  Period  of  attaching  business,^  224* 

8.  Specific  allowances,  228^^27. 
.     e.  Good  wiU,  228,  229. 

d.  Franchises,  230^234. 

e.  Leases  and  leaseholds,  288,  288. 

f.  Water  rights,  2a7'~242. 

1.  In  general,  237^241. 
»     .  2.  Saving  over  steam,  242. 

g.  Bights  of  way,  easements,  etc.,  248* 
h.  Expired  patents,  244. 

^  I.  In  general. 

Effect  of  failure  of  utility  to  keep  proper  accounts,  see  Aooountino,  1, 

fizpense  of  valuation  proceedings  as  chargeable  to  operation,  see  Rs- 
TUBW,  54. 

Kental  for  tracks  by  street  railway  company  as  an  operating  expense 
'where  tracks  are  included  in  valuation,  see  Retubn,  84. 

Necessity  of  valuation  upon  .application  for  emergency  relief,  see  Re- 
turn, 259-272. 

Annotation  on  valuaticm,  P.U.R.1019B,  p.  420. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  valuation  as  a  basis  for  rate  making, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  141. 

Discussion  as  to  what  constitutes  fair  value,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  719. 

1.  The  fair  value  of  a  utility  company's  property  or  the  rate  base 
IS  the  sum  on  which  rates  are  to  be  computed,  and  is  determined  by 
the  exercise  of  judgment  and  consideration  of  all  facts  and  conditions 
in  connection  therewith  which  may  tend  to  increase  or  decrease  the 
same.    Coudersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919P,  190. 
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II,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  make  physical  valuation  of  railroad  as 
limited  by  Federal  statute  giving  such  power  to  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  see  Commissions,  57. 

Duty  of  Commission  imder  emergency  provision  of  Indiana  statute  to 
make  appraisal  of  property,  see  Keturn,  9. 

2.  Tbe  Missouri  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  value  the  property, 
of  a  water  utility  for  rate-making  purposes  without  respect  to  whether 
or  not  the  company  has  a  valid  franchise  from  a  city  to  use  the  streets 
for  its  water  system.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  853. 

3.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  is  not  bound  in  its  estimate  of  tiie 
value  of  utility  property  by  conclusions  reached  in  a  court  action  prior 
to  the  statute  authorizing  the  Commission  to  fix  rates.  Milwaukee 
JSlectric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1910E, 
223  (S.  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  746). 

Ill,  Methods  and  measures  of  ascertaining  value  or  cost. 

Annotation  on  ascertainment  of  value  or  cost,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  420; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  209. 

a,  Ascertainfnent  of  value. 

Annotation  on  ascertainment  of  value  for  issuance  of  securities, 
P.UJ1.1919B,  p.  422. 

1.  Ascertainment  of  value  for  rate  making. 

(a)  In  general. 

Annotation  on  junk  value  as  measure  of  fair  value,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  210. 

Discussion  of  various  elements  entering  into  determination  oi 
present  value,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  421.  ) 

Discussion  of  elements  to  be  considered  in  fixing  fair  value  of  util- 
ity property,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  497. 

Statement  that  service  conditions  and  efficiency  of  a  plant  as  a 
whole  is  not  entirely  reflected  by  the  condition  per  cent,  P.U.R.1919F,- 
p.  430. 

4.  Valuations  for  emergency  rate-making  purposes  must  necessarily 
be  presented  from  a  practical  standpoint.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Util- 
ities Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

5.  It  is  unnecessary  to  establish  any  definite  rule  for  determining 
the  rate  base  in  a  case  where  the  physical  valuation  of  the  property 
based  on  a  reproduction  cost  less  deprecation  coincides  with  the  actual 
investment  made  by  the  utility.  Manchester  v.  Colonial  Power  &  Light 
Co.    (Vt.)   P.U.R.1919D,  21. 

5a.  In  ascertaining  the  rate  base,  full  justice  will  be  done  to  t\\e 
utility  where  the  Qost  of  reproduction  has  been  ascertained  as  of  a 
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date  just  prior  to  the  war,  by  aseeirtaining  fair  value  as  of  mich  date 
and  then  allowing  the  company  the  full  benefit  of  all  added  costs  ac- 
tually incurred  at  the  higher  prices  involved  since  that  date.  Re  Capi- 
tal Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

6.  Sections  499-8  et  seq.,  General  Code  (103  Ohio  Laws,  p.  808, 
§  21),  prescribe  the  steps  to  be  taken  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  the  justice  of  rates  or  fixing  the  same.  Lima 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 
1919 A,  888   (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  110,  120  N.  E.  330). 

7.  By  the  provisions  of  §  614-23,  Page  &  A.  Greneral  Code,  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  in  fixing  reasonable  rates  to  be  charged 
by  a  public  utility,  is  required  to  have  due  regard  to  the  value  of  all 
property  Of  the  utility  used  or  useful  for  tlie  convenience  of  the  public, 
excluding  therefrom  the  value  of  any  franchise  or  right  to  own,  operate, 
or  enjoy  the  same  in  excess  of  the  amount  actually  paid  to  any  political 
subdivision  of  the  state  or  county  as  the  consideration  of  such  fran- 
chise or  right,  and  exclusive  of  any  value  added  thereto  by  reason  of 
monopoly  or  merger,  and  to  the  necessity  of  making  reservation  out 
of  the  income  for  surplus,  depreciation,  and  contingencies,  and  of  all 
such  other  matters  as  may  be  proper,  a<*cording  to  the  facts  in  each 
case.  Lima  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio) 
P.U.I1.1919A,  888    (S.  C.  98  Ohio  St.  110,  120  N.  E.  330). 

(h)   Miscellaneotis  factors  to  he  considered, 

8.  In  determining  fair  value  for  rate  making,  it  is  essential  to  con- 
sider not  only  cost  of  reproduction  and  briginal  cost,  but  all  matteri 
in  evidence  whch  may  have  any  bearing  upon  value,  each  eaae  resting 
upon  its  special  facts.  Re  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D, 
645. 

9.  In  determining  a  base  for  rates,  no  single  factor  like  the  amount 
of  securities  issued,  the  original  cost,  or  reproductive  value  is  paxa- 
mount;  but  all  facts  and  circumstances  connected  with  the  investment 
of  capital  and  public  service  corporations  must  be  weighed  before  a  true 
balance  aa  to  rates  and  return  can  be  arrived  at.  Re  Scituate  Water 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

10.  Among  the  factors  to  be  considered  in  arriving  at  the  cost  and 
value  of  utility  property  are  the  original  cost  of  construction,  the 
amount  expended  in  permanent  improvements,  and  the  amount  of  bonds 
and  stocks  issued  and  the  mortgage  value  thereof.  Re  Champaign  & 
U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

11.  Actual  cost  and  cost  of  reproduction  are  merely  items  of  evi- 
dence to  be  considered  in  reaching  a  conclusion  as  to  fair  reasonable 
value  for  rate  making.  Re  BluflTton  Municipal  Light  &  Waterworks 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  117. 

12.  In  a  valuation  for  rate  making  the  Illinois  Commission  follows 
the  principle  that  fair  value  is  determined  by  the  exercise  of  a  reason- 
able judgment  having  its  basis  in  a  proper  consideration  of  all  relevant 
facts.    Re  Cliampaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.9119E,  798 

18.  In  valuing  the  property  of  a  utility  actuallj*  used  and  useful 
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for  the  convenience  of  the  public  at  the  fair  value  thereof  at  the  time 
of  the  valuation,  the  Public  Utility  Conunission  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  must  consider  not  <mly  the  amount  of  money  expended  in 
construction  and  equipment,  the  amount  necessary  to  replace  the  phys- 
ical property,  the  amount  of  the  company's  outstanding  stocks,  bond:), 
etc.,  but  all  other  facts  and  circumstances  which  the  courts  have  de- 
termined or  which  experience  has  shown  should  be  taken  into  account 
in  determining  such  fair  value.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  719. 

14.  Value  is  not  something  that  may  be  computed  by  some  arith-  v^ 
metical  process,  but  is  the  result  of  soimd  and  intelligent  judgment 
applied  to  all  of  the  material  facts;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  a  commission 
to  apply  to  all  of  the  testimony  that  has  been  introduced  upon  the 
question  of  value,  its  common  sense  and  business  experience,  and, 
weighing  all  of  the  factors,  to  determine  what  in  its  judgment  is  a 
fair  value  to  put  to  the  property,  having  in  view  justice  to  the  public 
and  to  the  company.  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

(o)   Original  cost  or  investment  as  measure. 

16.  The  burden  of  establishing  the  fair  value  of  utility  property 
devoted  to  public  service  is  not  met,  in  a  rate  proceeding,  by  a  mere 
proof  of  the  theoretical  cost  of  reproduction,  where  evidence  of  the 
investment  cost  is  available.  Re  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

16.  In  the  absence  of  a  physical  valuation  of  the  plant  and  equip- 
ment of  a  utility  company,  a  Commission  must  be  governed  in  deter- 
mining the  value  of  the  property  for  rate  making,  by  the  actual  invest- 
ment as  nearly  as  the  same  may  be  ascertained,  coupled  with  an 
analysis  of  the  itemized  inventory  of  the  property.  La  Place  v.  Guil- 
ford-Chester Water  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919C,  460. 

17.  The  honest  and  prudent  investment  is  a  better  basis  for  rate 
making  than  that  of  the  fair  present  value  of  utility  property  hereto- 
fore adopted  by  the  Indiana  Commission  and  controlled  largely  by  the 
theory  of  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation.  Re  Indianapolis  Water 
Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

18.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Nebraska  Commission  to  take  the  capital 
investment  as  the  basis  for  the  return  to  owner  where  it  is  available, 
so  that  the  precise  value  of  the  property  is  unnecessary.  Re  Farmers 
Independent  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919D,  769. 

19.  Original  construction  costs,  rather  than  replacement  construc- 
tion costs,  should  be  used  in  ascertaining  the  value  of  utility  property 
for  rate  making;  since  the  excess  of  the  cost  of  building  under  replace- 
ment conditions  is  not  a  charge  to  capital  account  until  such  building 
has  been  completed,  and  since  a  utility  property  does  not  have  a  par-  J 
ticular  value  based  upon  the  fact  that  replacement  at  some  future  date 
will  be  done  under  conditions  which  will  require  more  labor  than  was 
required  in  the  originul  building.  Re  Theresa  Union  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  909. 
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(d)   Reproduction  cost  as  measure* 

20.  The  reproduction  cost  of  utility  prc^rty,  either  as  of  a  given 
date  or  representing  an  average  of  the  conditions  upon  several  dates, 
is  material  on  the  question  of  value  f<^  rate  making,  as  is  the  actual 
cost  of  the  property  at  the  d^Cte  of  its  installation.  He  Illinois  North- 
ern Utilities  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

(e)  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  measure* 

21.  The  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation  of  a  public  utility 
company's  property,  arrived  at,  except  in  the  case  of  land,  by  taking 
the  actual  cost  prices  where  such  prices  are  available,  and  where  not« 
by  making  estimates  of  cost  on  data  in  the  Commission's  files,  is  a 
proper  basis  for  determining  value  for  rate  making.  Re  New  York 
Transfer  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  590. 

22.  The  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  of  the  physical  plant 
alone  as  of  a  particular  date  is  not  necessarily  a  fair  basis  for  mak- 
ing rates,  since  the  normal  value  of  the  plant  in  service  should  be 
used  together  with  due  fiJlowance  for  working  capital  and  for  develop 
ment  cost.    Re  Garden  Home  Waterworks  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  121. 

(f)   ToQcation  value. 

Discussion  of  tax  valuation  of  land  as  a  measure  of  fair  value  for 
rate  making  in  the  absence  of  appraisal  by  commission,  P.U.R.1919B. 
p.  607. 

23.  Assessed  values  of  the  property  of  a  utility  are  not  controlling 
in  a  rate  proceeding.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  817. 

^  24.  A  tax  valuation  is  not  entitled  to  consideration  in  determining 
the  rate  base,  since  it  is  the  owner's  sacrifice  upon  whch  a  return  is 
to  be  computed.  Re  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.XJ.R.1919A, 
36. 

25.  A  statement  of  the  value  of  utility  property  for  taxation  pur- 
poses will  receive  consideration  as  a  statement  of  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty for  the  purposes  therein  indicated,  although  the  Commission  is 
without  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  the  fixing  of  values  for  taxation 
purposes."   Re  Quincy  R.  Co.   (IH.)  P.U.R,1919E,  390. 

(g)  Sale  price. 

Annotation  on  sale  price  as  measure  of  value,  P.U.R.1919HS,  p.  210. 
Statement  that  a  judicious  investment  in  an  old  plant  may  create 
a  value  greater  than  the  actual  investment,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  720. 

26.  The  purchaser  of  a  constructed  utility  plant  is  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  a  good  trade  just  as  he  must  stand  the  loss  of  an  improvi- 
dent one.     Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  077. 

27.  Values  which  may  be  reasonable  for  purchase  and  sale  may  diflfer 
radically  from  values  which  may  be  reasonable  for  rate  making.  Re 
Illinois  Northe-n  Utilities  Co.    (HI.)    P.U.R.1019E,  932. 

28.  In   fixing  a  rate  base,   a   Commission   is  not  bound  to  allow 
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amounts  paid  by  the  utility  company  in  purchasing  its  property,  since 
sueh  amounts  do  not  necessarily  represent  fair  or  actual  values.  Mil- 
waukee Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  223  (S.  0.  —  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  746). 

29.  In  ascertaining  the  value  of  a  telephone  plant,  the  price  which 
the  present  owner  paid  therefor  should  not  limit  the  valuation,  where 
the  evidence  clearly  showed  that  the  owner  had  exercised  extremely  good 
judgment  In  his  purchases.  Re  Gothenburg  Teleph.  £xch.  (Neb.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  681. 

30.  Th«  Pennsylvania  Conunission  fixed  the  fair  value  of  an  electric 
plant  at  the  price  paid  for  it  by  the  present  owners  plus  the  cost  of 
the  additions  and  improvements,  rather  than  at  the  reproduction  cost, 
where  a  similar  plant  would  not  have  been  erected  at  the  present  time 
and  the  owner  carried  the  value  of  the  plant  on  his  books  at  that  figure. 
Rose  V.  Mercersburg,  L.  &  M.  Electric  Co.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  714. 

31.  In  determining  the  fair  value  of  utility  property,  a  Commis- 
sion is  not  bound  as  a  matter  of  law  to  accept  without  question  or 
further  inquiry,  the  purchase  price  paid  by  the  present  owners  as  a 
basis  for  the  valuation,  but  must  consider  the  financial  history  of  the 
company,  the  relation  of  its  earnings  to  its  originally  and  subsequently 
invested  capital,  and  the  other  circumstances  surrounding  its  purchase*. 
Re  Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

(h)   Value  of  outstanding  securities. 

Annotation  on  outstanding  securities  as  measure  of  value,  P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  209. 

32.  The  formal  certificate  authorizing  capitalization  at  a  specified 
amoimt  is  not  binding  upon  a  Commission  as  a  finding  of  value  in  a 
subsequent  rate  proceeding,  where  the  company  stipulates,  as  a  con- 
dition of  authorization  without  full  investigation  as  to  value,  that  in 
any  rate  proceeding  it  will  assume  the  burden  of  establishing  affirm- 
atively that  proposed  increases  in  existing  rates  are  reasonable.  Re 
Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

33.  Little  consideration  should  be  given,  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making,  to  the  amount  and  value  of  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  a  public 
utility,  and  the  price  paid  therefor,  where  by  reason  of  the  method  of 
handling  them  they  do  not  furnish  a  fair  criterion  of  the  value  of  the 
property.    Re  Appalachian  Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

34.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission,  in  fixing  the  rates  of  fare  for 
a  street  railway  company,  ignored  the  outstanding  securities  where  it 
appeared  that  the  ctwnpany  had  been  grossly  overcapitalized,  stating 
that  the  rate  base  should  be  predicated  upon  a  valuation  of  the  prop- 
erties devoted  to  public  use.  Allied  Printing  Trades  Coimcil  v.  Scran- 
ton  R.  Co.  (Pfc.)  P.U.R.1919D,  183. 

35.  Little  weight  will  be  giv^i  to  the  outstanding  seourities'  of  a 
utility  in  fixing  the  rate  base,  where  a  large  proportion  of  the  securi-   v/ 
ties  were  issued  arbitrarily  and  without  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mission,   Re  Theresa  Union  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  909. 

36.  The  facts  tiiat  a  utility  has  excessively  bonded  its  property  and 
watered  its  stock  are  UMomterial  in  an  application  for  an  increase  in 
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rates,  where  the  Commission  has  fixed  the.  value  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty without  reference  to  the  amount  of  security  issues.  Re  West  Vir- 
ginia 1  Taction  &  Electric  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919E,  96. 

37.  The  Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  and  Electric  light  Commis- 
sioners is  bound  to  assume  that  there  were  grounds  sufficient  to  justify 
the  issue  6f  various  amounts  of  stock  of  a  public  utility  where  such 
issues  were  made  with  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner  of  Corpora- 
tions.   Re  Scituate  Water  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  844. 

38.  Although  the  Maryland  Commission  does  not  conceive  that  the 
legal  effect  of  §  30  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law^  is  to  con- 
stitute the  outstanding  bonded  indebtedness  of  a  utility  at  the  time 
of  the  creation  of  the  Commission  as  the  minimum  fair  value  of  the 
property  for  rate  making  as  of  that  date,  nevertheless  it  fully  recog- 
nizes the  justice  of  the  legislative  intent  that  the  actual  value  of  the 
securities  outstanding  in  the  hands  of  the  public,  at  the  time  of  a  rate- 
making  inquiry,  should  not  be  unduly  prejudiced  by  any  action  of  the 
Commission.    Re  United  R.  A  Electric  Co.   (Md.)   P.U.R.1919C,  74, 

(i)  Market  value  of  securities. 

39.  The  market  value  of  the  securities  of  a  utility  furnish  little, 
if  any,  basis  for  a  determination  of  the  fair  value  of  its  property,  where 
there  is  no  clear  evidence  before  the  Commission  respecting  such  mar- 
ket value,  and  where  such  value  may  have  been  affected  by  the  inability 
of  the  utility  to  earn  a  suflicient  return  upon  its  investment.  West- 
minster v.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.    (Md.)   P.U.R.1919B,  606. 

(i)  Book,  cost  or  value, 

40.  Tlie  book  value  is  not  a  reliable  indication  of  the  value  of  a 
utility  plant,  where  it  has  not  been  the  company's  practice  to  make 
deductions  from  its  property  accounts  for  parts  abandoned,  or  for  de- 
preciation accrued.  Re  Wisconsin -Minnesota  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wis,) 
P.U.R.1918B,  318. 

41.  The  fact  that  the  amounts  actually  spent  in  the  development  of 
a  physical  operating  property  should  receive  most  serious  consideration 
in  a  rate  investigation  does  not  require  the  Commission  to  accept  the 
records  of  the  company  in  respect  thereto  without  question  and  adjust- 
ment.    Re  Illinois  Northern  UtiUtieS  Co.  (111.)  P.U.IL1919E,  932. 

(Tc)  Expert  opinion  cu  to  value. 

42.  The  report  of  the  Commission's  engineering  staff  in  a  rate  pro- 
ceeding as  to  the  cost  of  the  utility  property  should  not  be  disregarded 
on  the  objection  of  rate  payers,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  based 
upon  an  actual  inventory,  since  the  Commission  may  rely  upon  the 
expert  opinions  of  those  continuously  engaged  upon  ike  valuation  and 
study  of  utility  properties  as  to  the  lower  of  the  reasonable  limits 
within  which  the  value  of  the  property  in  question  is  certain  to  fall. 
Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.    (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  817. 
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(I)   Value  fixed  in  franchise, 

43.  Street  railway  companies  will  not  be  permitted  to  repudiate  a 
5-cent  fare  provision  in  ordinances,  and  at  the  same  time  be  permitted 
to  charge  rates  based  on  a  valuation  computed  in  accordance  with  tlie 
provisions  of  such  ordinances,  which  includes  many  items  not  repre- 
senting property  devoted  to  a  public  use.  Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.11.1919D,  673. 

(m)   Comparison  with  other  plants. 

44.  In  a  telephone  rate  proceeding  in  which  no  inventory  of  the 
property  was  made,  the  Missouri  Commission  in  reaching  its  conclusiob 
took  into  consideration,  upon  a  comparative  basis,  the  valuation  of 
other  telephone  properties  which  had  been  made  by  the  engineers  of 
the  Commission.     Re  Capital  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919E,  692. 

2,  Ascertainment  of  value  for  municipal  purchase. 

Time  of  valuation  of  plant  for  municipal  purchase,  see  Munioipal 
Plants,  11. 

Distinction  between  engineering  appraisal  and  finding  by  Commis- 
sion of  just  compensation,  P.U.R.1919F,  422. 

45  A  judgment  of  fair  compensation  in  municipal  acquisition  pro- 
ceedings may  be  valid  although  less  than  the  amount  of  bonds  out- 
standing, the  greater  part  of  which  were  authorized  by  the  Commission. 
Racine  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  913. 

46.  In  establishing  the  present  value  of  a  plant  for  determining  the 
amount  which  a  municipality  must  pay  to  a  company  in  exchange  for 
its  plant,  any  •  allowances  which  may  have  been  made  to  the  utility  to 
cover  annual  depreciation,  and  any  depreciation  reserve  fimd  which  the 
utility  may  have  on  hand,  are  immaterial,  since  there  is  no  relation 
whatever  between  the  siun  of  money  that  would  be  in  the  depreciation 
reserve  fimd  if  the  money  had  been  actually  set  aside  for  that  purpose^ 
and  the  "actual  present  condition"  of  the  property.  Re  Redding  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

47.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility  plant  for  municipal  acquisition 
purposes,  the  CaJifornia  Commission  added  20  per  cent  to  its  engineer's 
reproduction-oost-new  estimate  based  on  prices  averaged  over  a  five- 
year  period  preceding  May  2,  1918,  as  giving  a  figure  approximating 
as  near  as  may  be  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  plant  upon  a  basis  of 
unit  costs  prevailing  during  the  year  immediately  piveceding  that  date. 
Re  Redding  (OaL)  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

48.  In  ascertaining  the  present  value  of  a  utility  plaait  for  .pur- 
poses of  municipal  acquisition,  the  operating  condition  of  the  ]$Iant 
as  a  whole  should  be  considered  as  well  as  the  condition  per  cent  of  the 
Various  units,  particularly  where  the  evidence  shows  that  the  plant  is 
the  result  of  the  consolidation  of  two  sjrstems,  and  that  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  duplication.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919P,'  416. 

49.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility  plant  for  municipal  acquisition 
purposes,  the  California  Commission  based  its  valuation  on  figures 
reflecting  the  highest  abnormal  war  prices,  where  the  plant  was  a  small 
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one,  and  the  construction  period  was  placed  at  one  year,  which  would 
allow  for  some  fluctuation  in  labor  and  material  costs.  Re  Redding 
*  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

50.  In  valuing  a  utility  plant  for  the  purposes  of  municipal  acqui- 
sition;, the  California  Commission  will  not  make  an  allowance  for  sev- 
erance damages  based  on  the  theory  that  the  utility  is  entitled  to 
capitalize  the  profits  which  it  would  have  made  had  it  continued  to 
operate  the  plant.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.lOl^F,  415. 

51.  In  valuing  a  utility  plant  for  the  purposes  of  municipal  accflii- 
sition,  the  California  Commission  will  not  make  an  allowiuioe  as  sever- 
ance danaages  for  the  capitalization  of  expenses,  all  of  wjidoli  will  be 
.practically  eliminated  as  soon  as  the  city  takes  over  and  i^^ates  the 

plant.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  416. 

52.  In  a  proceeding  for  the  municipal  aoquisition  of  the  electric 
plant  of  a  utility  also  operating  gas  and  water  departments,  the  Cali- 
fornia Commission  will  not  make  an  allowance  for  severance  damages 
on  the  theory  that  certain  organization  expenses  have  been  apportioned 
between  the  three  departments,  thus  making  the  economy  of  operation, 
since  the  gas  and  water  consumers  will  be  required  to  bear  the  full 
expenses  of  the  operation  of  their  respective  departments.  Re  Redding 
(Cal.j  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

3,  Ascertainment  of  value  for  purpose  of  sale. 

Value  for  consolidation  not  binding  in  security  isflne  proceedings  see 
Orders,  9. 

53.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  purchase  price  of  a 
utility,  Consideration  may  be  taken  of  the  fact  that  the  sellers  are  to 
l>e  paid  in  the  stock  of  the  company,  instead  of  actual  money,  which 
they  have  put  into  the  property,  thereby  carrying  the  risk  of  the 
investment.    Re  Citizens  Gas  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  727. 

h.  Ascertainment  of  original  cost. 

Annotation  on  ascertainment  of  original  cost,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  422. 

Discussion  of  methods  of  arriving  at  the  original  ooBt  of  an  inter- 
urban  electric  railway,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  389. 

Discussion  of  effect  given  preferred  irights  in  arriving  at  the  origi- 
nal cost  of  a  railway  system,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  417. 

Discussion  of  methods  of  estimating  historical  cost  by  ascertain- 
ment of  actual  cost  of  the  property  to  'present  owners,  and  by  ascer- 
tainment of  actual  cost  of  existing  units  at  the  date  of  investigation, 
P.U.R.1019F,  p.  708. 

54.  The  cost  of  extinguishing  an  adverse  daim  of  title  to  a  water 
oempany's  lands  should  be  included  in  the  original  cost  of  ite  prop- 
erty.   Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R,1919C,  404.  * 

55.  The  cost  of  legal  services  in  an  ejectment  suit  involving  the 
title  of  a  water  company's  lands  should  be  included  in  the  original 
cost  of  its  property.  S^ane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
404. 

.56.  The  depreciation  reserve  should  not  be  deducted  from  the  plant 
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account,  in  arriving  at  original  coat  for  rate  making.    Re  Joplin  ^  P* 
R.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

57.  The  accountante  of  the  Missouri  Connnission  do  not  inclnilft- 
working  capital  as  a  part  of  original  cost,  although  the  Commis^on. 
allows  for  this  item  in  the  rate  base.  Re  Joplin  A  P.  R.  Co.  fMo.^ 
P.U.R.1919B,  366, 

€•  Ascertainment  of  reproOuction  eost. 

1,  in  general* 

Annotation  on  ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost,  P.UJ1.1919B, 
p.  422. 

Definition  of  "cost  of  reproduction,"  P.U.R.191&F,  p.  832* 

Definition  of  "residual  value,"  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  836. 

Definition  of  "per  cent  rwnaining,"  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  838. 

Definition  of  the  term,  "contractor's  percentage,"  P.U.R;191©F, 
p.  833. 

Discussion  of  method  of  procedure  in  ascertaining  cost  of  Mpro- 
duction  of  street  railway  property,  P.UJL1919F,  p.  837. 

Discussion  of  facts  assumed  in  ascertaining  cost  of  repro^oetMo, 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  832. 

Discussion  of  method  of  using  railograph  in  valuation  d  street 
railway  property,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  837. 

Discussion  of  method  of  applying  costs  in  ascertainment  of  cost 
ol  reproduction,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  835. 

58.  An  objection  to  a  Commission's  reproduction  cost  on  the  grommA 
that  the  Commission  used  unit  prices  less  than  actual  unit  prmes 
is  not  valid  where  the  Commission's  reproduction  cost  of  the  property 
as  a  whole  is  greater  than  the  actual  cost  as  a  whole.  Racine  Water 
Co.  V.  Railroad  Conunission   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919A,  913. 

2,  Use  of  average  prices. 

Annotation  on  use  of  average  prices,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  210. 

Discussion  as  to  differences  in  valuation  based  on  prices  over  five- 
year  period  and  prices  over  longer  periods,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  682. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  basing  cost  estimates  on  aveiagt*  prices 
during  the  con'struction  period  rather  than  on  cost  on  a  certain  siiigl» 
day,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  423. 

Statement  of  proper  procedure  for  engineers  to  follow  in  aseertain- 
ing  construction  period,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  423. 

59.  Unit  costs  should  be  based  on  the  trend  of  costs  rather  than 
on  the  actual  costs  existing  at  the  time  of  the  valuation.  Racine  Water 
Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  913. 

60.  A  public  service  company  has  no  ground  for  complaint  if,  in 
a  valuation  for  rate  making,  average  imit  prices  prior  to  the  war 
are  adopted,  and  such  war-time  costs  as  w«^  actually  incurred  are 
allowed  in  the  appraisal.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.^919B, 
366. 

61.  In  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  the  propefty  of 
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a  public  utility,  average  coets  as  determined  from  a  study  of  prices 
actually  paid  during  a  period  of  years  is  more  equitable  to  both  the 
.company  and  its  patrons  than  unit  prices  based  upon  the  abnormal 
ponditions  produced  by  the  war.  Re  Salem  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  734. 

62.  An  appraisal  based  on  average  unit  prices  for  a  10-year  pre- 
war period,  which  reflects  the  prices  actually  paid  for  labor  and  ma- 
terials used  in  the  construction  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility,  is 
a  better  guide  to  a  fair  value  for  rate  making  than  an  appraisal  over 
a  3-year  period  reflecting  the  abnormal  prices  brought  on  by  war. 
Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  858. 
'  B8'.  During  the  period  of  abnormally  high  prices  due  to  war,  the 
Wisconsin  Commission's  engineers  have  adopted  a  ten -year  average  in 
determining  unit  costs,  in  order  to  smooth  out  the  price  curve  in  those 
instances  where  the  investment  cost  basis  cannot  be  used  due  to  lack 
of  adequate  and  reliable  records.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat 
A  P.'Co.   (\yis.)   P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

64.  Determination  for  municipal  purchase  of  the  value  of  a  utility 
plant  on  the  reproduction  theory,  based  on  unit  costs  on  a  10-year 
average  up  to  1914,  would  be  unfi^ir  where  a  considerable  construction 
has  taken  place  since  that  date;  , and,  under  any  circumstances,  the 
actual  increased  costs  of  new  construction  during  that  period  should 
be  wcognized  if  equity  is  to  be  done.  Re  Bloomer  Electric  Light  &  P. 
CJo.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  48L 
_^-  -63.' A  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation  of  a  utility  plant  of 
$180,434,  based  upon  average  unit  prices  unduly  reflecting  abnormally 
high  war  costs,  Avas  reduced  to  $160,000  in  a  tentative  valuation  for 
emergency  rate  making,  where  the  plant  had  been  constructed  at  a 
prior  period  of  lower  investment  costs  and  values.  Re  Home  Telepli. 
Co.  tind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

66.  In  determining  the  value  of  a  water  plant  for  rate  making,  nor- 
mal pre-war  prices  over  an  average  of  five  years  for  all  construction 
prices  prior  to  1916  were  used,  the  normal  unit  prices  being  increased 
by  20  per  cent  in  determining  the  cost  of  certain  construction  in  1916, 
and  70  per  cent  in  appraising  the  work  done  in  1918.  Westminster  v. 
Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.    (Md.)    P.U.R.1919E,  606. 

5.  Use  of  war  prices, 

67.  A  valuation  based  upon  war  prices  is  not  a  proper  hn^^is  for 
the  determination  of  public  utility  rates.  Re  Omaha  &  C.  B.  S.  Ry. 
Co.    (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919A,  845. 

»  '%S,  The  rise  in  prices  on  certain  items  caused  by  the  World  War  is 
undiHy  reflected  by  the  selection  of  the  period  of  1913-1917  for  de- 
termining average  prices  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Utah 
Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  645. 

.  69.  Land  prices,  based  on  war  values,  should  not  be  used  in  arriv- 
ing kt  the  rate  base.  Re  Moore  Park  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.IJ.1919B,  679. 

70.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  approve  a  valuation  based 
ufKnii   war-time   prices,   where   substantially   no*  investment   has   been 
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made  under  war-time  ccmditiona.     Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P. 
Co.   (lU.)*  P.U.R.1919D,  489. 

d.  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  coat  less  depreciation, 

71.  In  determining  depreciated  cost,  scrap  value  was  first  deducted 
from  the  original  cost  of  each  unit  of  the  company's  property,  and 
the  remainder  multiplied  by  a  percentage  which  represented  the  ratio 
existing  between  the  total  expected  life  and  'the  remaining  useful 
life,  the  depreciated  cost  being  found  by  adding  to  the  result  of  this 
last  computation  the  scrap  or  salvage  value  of  the  unit  in  question^  Be 
Mattoon  Clear  Water  C<>.  (IlL)  P.UJ1.1919F,  28. 

IV,  Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation* 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  In  valuation 
proceeding,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  423. 

Statement  that  accrued  depreciation  must  be  deducted  from  the 
value  of  a  plant  new  upon  municipal  acquisition,  P.U.'R.1919F,  p.  425. 

72.  Equity  to  the  consumers  and  to  the  utility  requires  a  reason- 
able deduction  from  cost  new  for  accrued  physical  and  functional  depre- 
ciation in  a  valuation  for  rate  nuiking.  Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co. 
(111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

73.  The  Idaho  Commission  will  take  the  depreciated  condition  of 
a  utility's  plant  into  consideration,  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making, 
where  the  testimony  shows  that  actual  tangible  depreciation  has  taken 
place.    Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  552. 

74.  Ko  deduction  was  made  for  depreciation  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
makingr  where,  by  the  provisions  of  an  ordinance,  the  depreciation  fund 
was  made  a  part  of  the  property  of  the  companies  to  be  turned  over 
and  become  the  property  of  the  city  in  case  of  purchase  by  it  of  the 
utility  property.    Re  Chicago  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

h.  Where  net  earnings  have  teen  inadequate. 

75.  Accrued  depreciation  should  not  be  deducted  from  the  value  of 
utility  property  for  rate  making  where  the  net  earnings  have  not  been 
sufficient  to  provide  for  it  together  with  a  fair  return.  Re  Medford 
Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  707. 

76.  Rates  or  earnings  should  not  be  based  merely  on  the  estimated 
value  of  the"  property  of  a  utility  after  deduction  of  accrued  deprecia- 
tion, where  it  does  not  appear  that  past  net  earnings  have  been  fully 
adequate  to  (•o\  er  all  proper  charges.  Re  Mineral  Point  Public  Service 
Co.    (Wis.)    P.U.K.IOIOA,  795. 

77.  In  the  absence  of  records  from  which  the  original  cost  of  utility 
property  may  be  determined,  a  Commission  is  not  justified  in  fixing 
the  rate  base  at  the  depreciated  value  of  the  property  or  as  what  is 
designated  by  statute  as  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  property  in  its 
present  condition,  where  it  appears  that  no  depreciation  has  ever  been 
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earned.    Public  Service  Commission  v.  Kelso  Water  Co.  (Wash.)  P.n.R. 
1919E,  206. 

c.  Effect  of  High  degree  of  effMenoy. 

78.  Accrued  depreciation  cannot  be  disregarded  in  a  yaluation  for 
rate  making,  on  the  theory  that  the  condition  of  the  property  is  suffi- 
cient to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions.  Re  Omaha  &  C.  B.  S. 
Ry.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.i919A,  845.         , 

79.  Accrued  depreciation  must  be  considered  in  fixing  the  value  of 
the  property  of  a  utility  for  rate-making  purposes,  although  the  prop- 
erty may  be  rendering  as  good  service  to  the  public  as  though  it  were 
new,  since  actual  physical  depreciation  begins  the  instant  the  units  of 
property  are  installed,  and  will  end  only  with  their  replacement.  Moore 
V.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  493.      * 

80.  The  District  of  Columbia  Commission,  in  ascertaining  the  fair 
value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  will  not  disregard  accrued 
depreciation  on  the  theory  that  the  property  is  being  maintauied  in 
first-class  operating  physical  condition,  or  that  it  is  incapable  of  being 
maintained  after  a  reasonable  lapse  of  time  beyond  a  certain  con- 
dition per  cent;  or  on  the  ground  that  the  Public  Utilities  Act  makes 
it  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  require  depreciation  allotments  only 
on  the  sinking-fund  basis  so  as  to  constitute  a  trust  fund  for  the 
public  benefit  upon  which  the  company  can  derive  no  profit;  but  such 
depreciation  will  be  deducted  except  to  the  extent  that  the  earnings 
have  not  been  sufficient  to  justify  it.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U,R.1916F,  779. 

F.  Nonphy9ical  elements  affecting  vaUue  or  cost. 

m.  Overhead  ectpenaes. 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  overhead  expenses,  P.U.R.1919B, 
p.  423;  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  208. 

81.  The  amoimt  to  be  allowed  <M|^er  the  head  of  overhead  costs, 
in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  ^oPIbds  to  a  degree  upon  the  unit 
prices  adopted  in  estimating  the  co^  of  reproducing  the  property 
aside  from  the  overhead  charges.  Re  J'dplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  366. 

82.  The  policy  of  the  Illinois  Commission  with  reference  to  the 
allowance  of  overhead  costs  in  valuations  for  rate  making  is  applicable 
to  valuations  for  the  purpose  of  sale.  Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P. 
Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919D,  489.  v 

j9.  Where  items  have  "been  charged  to  o\ 

83.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  overhead  expenses  in  a  valua- 
tion for  rate  making,  where  such  expenditures  have  &li*^<^jy||i|>^  P&id 
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and  accounted  for  as  operating  expenses.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  C6. 
and.)  P.U^1919A,  448.  , 

S,  Engineering  and  aupervieion. 

84.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  system,  no  unuBual  allow- 
ance should  be  made  for  engineering  unless  the  property  reflects  superior 
design  and  construction.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (IlL)  P.nJL1919D, 
24. 

85.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  of  the  value  of  land,  meters,  furni- 
ture, and  fixtures  and  tools,  of  a  gas  company,  and  4  per  cent  on  tlie 
balance  of  the  physical  property,  was  allowed  for  ensfineering  expense, 
where  it  appeared  that  the  plant  had  probably  been  built  without  full 
engineering  direction  and  supervision.  Re  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1919D,  646. 

86.  In  a  proceeding  to  increase  franchise  rates,  railway  companies 
will  not  be  allowed  10  per  cent  for  conducting  construction,  in  addition 
to  the  actual  cost  of  improvements,  additions,  and  extensions,  in  which 
superintendence  is  included,  although  the  ordinances  provide  therefor. 
Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  678. 

4,  Legal  and  organization  expense* 

87.  Moneys  expended  for  organization  purposes  is  a  proper  cunital 
charge  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities 
Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

5.  Interest  during  construction* 

(a)   In  general. 

88.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  interest  during  construction 
on  utility  property  which,  at  the  time  of  valuation,  no  longer  belongs 
to  it.    Re  Capital  Traction  CJo.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

89.  Interest  during  construction  on  cars  purchased  for  cable  opera- 
tion and  afterwards  sold,  scrapped,  or  abandoned,  should  not  be  allowed 
as  part  of  the  bii^torical  cost  of  a  street  railway  system,  but  should 
be  treated  as  a  development  loss  where  the  property  itself  is  so  con- 
sidered.   Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

90.  In  additiou  to  allowances  for  interest  on  construction  applicable 
to  specific  property,  an  additional  allowance  was  made  in  calculating 
the  historical  cost  of  a  street  railway  company's  property,  sufficient 
to  make  a  total  allowance  of  3  per  cent  on  the  approximate  investment 
in  road  and  equipment.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
77y. 

91.  In  valuing?  a  utility  plant  for  purposes  of  municipal  acquisition, 
the  California  Coiinnis-»ion  made  an  allowance  for  interest  during  con- 
struction on  a  basis  of  a  one-year  construction  period  at  the  rate  of 
6  per  cent.     Re  Redding  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  416. 

P.UJl.1919  Dig.— 34. 
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(h)   Construction  period, 

92.  A  construction  period  of  one  year  was  held  an  ample  and  fair 
time  for  the  valuation  estimate  in  a  proceeding  for  the  municipal 
acquisition  of  an  electric  plant,  the  present  valuer  of  which  was  ap- 
proximately $60,000.    Re  Reddmg  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1W9F,  416. 

6,  Taxes  during  construoHon* 

93.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  taxes  during  construction 
in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  railway  company,  in  the  absence 
of  any  evidence  that  such  taxes  were  paid,  particularly  in  view  of 
the  evidence  of  the  engineer  of  the  Commission  to  the  effect  that 
any  portion  of  the  system  built  in  one  year  would  not  be  constructed 
before  the  taxes  were  assessed  in  that  year,  and  would  be  in  opera- 
tion before  the  taxes  were  assessed  for  the  following  year.  Re  East 
St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

7.  Preliminary  operation   expense, 

94.  The  sum  of  $30,000  was  allowed  for  preliminary  operation  ex- 
pense in  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  a  street  railway 
company's  property.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C)  P.U.R.1919F, 
779. 

S.  AUotvances  for  groups  of  expenses, 

96.  The  California  Commission  made  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent 
on  the  total  physical  property  of  a  utility  in  a  mimicipal  acquisition 
case,  to  cover  engineering,  administration,  insurance,  and  legal  ex- 
penses.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

96.  In  valuing  a  water  plant  for  rate  making,  an  allowance  of 
sligktly  more  than  13  per  cent  was  made  for  overhead  expenses.  West- 
minster v.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

97.  An  allowance  of  15  per  cent  was  made  for  the  usual  overhead 
items  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  this  being  held  to  be  a  reason- 
able, although  conservative,  estimate  of  the  expense  actually  incurred, 
giving  consideration  to  the  methods  of  inventory  and  valuation  which 
were  employed.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
932. 

98.  An  allowance  of  approximately  60  per  cent  of  the  labor  and 
material  items  for  overhead  expenses  would  be  exorbitant.  Re  Southern 
Illmois  Light  &  P.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  489. 

99.  An  allowance  for  15  per  cent  of  the  structural  cost  of  a  utility 
plant  was  held  sufficient  to  cover  all  indirect  charges,  including  en- 
pfineering  and  superintendence,  legal  and  executive  expenses,  interest 
during  construction,  and  the  cost  of  financing.  Wi^seman  v.  Rupert  Elec- 
tric Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  652. 

100.  An  allowance  of  15  per  cent  to  cover  overhead  expenses,  in 
arriving  at  an  estimate  of  reproduction  cost,  in  a  valuation  for  munici- 
pal purchase,  was  held  reasonable.  Re  Bloomer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(Wig.)    P.U.R.1919B,  481. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


VALUATION,  P.  a,  9—11.  581 

101.  Arbitrary  estimates  of  15  and  12  per  cent  for  engineering,  super-    i^ 
intendence,  interest  during  construction,  etc.,  in  a  tentative  valuation 

for  emergency  rate  making,  amoimting  to  $23,000  and  $18,000,  were 
reduced  to  $10,000  where  it  appeared  that  the  property  had  been 
largely  constructed  out  of  excess  profits,  and  that  much  of  these  ex- 
penses had  been  charged  to  operation.  Re  Home  Teleph.  Ck>.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

102.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  utility  property,  a 
fair  allowance  should  be  made  for  legitimate  preorganization  expenses, 
including  engineering,  legal,  franchise,  and  miscellaneous  expenditures. 
I^e  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

P.  Overhead  expenses  an  nonutUitif  property, 

103.  All  general  costs  or  overhead  charges  properly  appertaining  to 
nonoperating  property  should  be  allocated  thereto,  and  not  set  up  as 
part  of  an  element  of  fair  value  for  rate  purposes.    Re  Capital  Traction  . 
Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  779.       ' 

10,  Comparison  \eith  alloivances  by  other  ComtnisMons, 

104.  On  the  question  of  the  amount  of  overhead  costs  to  be  allowed, 
the  amounts  allowed  by  other  regulatory  bodies  are  of  little  evidentiary 
value  without  a  showing  as  to  the  methods  of  arriving  at  unit  costs 
and  the  general  conditions  existing  in  such  cases.  Re  Southern  Illi- 
nois Light  &  P.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  489. 

11,  Necessity  of  proof  of  expenditures, 

105.  Overhead  costs,  while  legitimate,  should  be  supported  by  direct 
proof  of  reasonable  expenditures  therefor.  Re  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co. 
(Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  646. 

106.  In  a  valuation  proceeding,  a  claim  for  large  amounts  alleged 
to  have  been  spent  for  overhead  expenses  must  be  conclusively  estab- 
lished, and  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  utility  making  such  claim. 
Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

107.  No  allowance  was  made  for  engineering,  superintendence,  inter- 
est during  construction,  taxes,  contingencies,  etc.,  in  valuing  a  mu- 
nicii)al  waterworks  for  rate  making  in  the  absence  of  evidence  of 
expenditures  covering  these  items.  Re  BluflTton  Municipal  Light  & 
Waterworks    (Ii^d.)    P.U.R.1919E,  117. 

108.  The  burden  is  upon  the  utility  asking  for  an  allowance  in  a 
rate  valuation  to  cover  organization  expenses,  brokerage,  carrying 
charjjos,  paving,  etc.,  to  separate  these  items  with  definiteness  and 
flearnebj*.  and  to  show  facts  from  which  it  may  be  deieimined  what  ar? 
properly  allowable,  and  what  must  be  rejected;  for  otherwise  it  is  . 
necessary  to  disregard  the  amoimt  asked  for.  Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.r.K.1919D,   573. 

109.  Mere  speculative  estimates  of  overhead  expenses  should  not  be 
allowed  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that 
such  costs  were  ever  incurred,  or,  if  incurred,  in  the  absence  of  any 
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testimony  showing  out  of  what  funds  they  were  paid.     Re  Omaha  & 
0.  B.  S.  K.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  845. 

h.  Bond  discount  and  hroleerage. 

Discussion  of  principle  that  bond  discount  should  not  be  charged 
to  capital,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  354. 

110.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  bond  discount  in  a  valuation 
for  rate  making.  Coudersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
191 9F,  196. 

111.  The  amoimt  of  bond  discount  should  not  be  included  in  the  cost 
of  a  utility  plant.  Re  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  747. 

112.  In  determining  a  public  utility  rate  base  no  allowance  should 
be  made  for  either  bond  discount  or  commissions.  Kane  t.  Spring 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

113.  In  the  valuation  of  a  utility's  property,  discount  on  bonds  was 
allowed  as  part  of  the  historical  cost.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

114.  Bond  discount  should  not  be  considered  as  part  of  the  original 
cost  of  a  public  utility  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness 
of  its  ratee.    Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

115.  Bond  discount  should  not  be  capitalized  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making,  as  this  item,  under  accepted  accounting  practice,  should  be 
amortized  out  of  return  on  capital.  Re  Syracuse  &  Suburban  R.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1919A,  214. 

116.  Bond  discount  or  brokerage  should  not  be  considered  in  equity 
,  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  or  of  the  fair  value  for  rate 

making.    Re  Chicago  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  673. 

117.  Bond  discounts  should  be  eliminated  from  the  capital  account  in 
a  valuation  for  rate  making,  but  may  properly  be  considered  as  an 
interest  charge  in  fixing  a  reasonable  rate  of  return.  Re  Champaign 
&  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

a  118.  Bond  discount  should  not  be  capitalized,  but  it  is  the  policy 
of  the  Indiana  Commission  to  require  the  amortization  of  discount 
on  securities  so  as  to  maintain  a  parity  between  the  par  value  of 
the  bonds  sold  and  the  value  of  the  property  added  from  the  proceeds 
of  the  sale.    Re  Citizens  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  362. 

o.  Paving  over  mains. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  paving  over  mains,  P.U.R.1919B,  p. 
425;   P.U.R.1919E,  p.  215. 

119.  It  is  improper  to  include  the  cost  of  paving  over^ater  mains 
in  determining  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  a  water  company's  property 
for  rate  making  if  the  pavement  was  not  actually  disturbed  at  the 
time  the  mains  were  laid.  Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1019E,  708. 

120.  All  costs  of  removing  and  relaying  existing  pavements  over 
underground  conduits  and  manholes  which  would  actually  be  incurred 
in  the  reproduction  of  a  street  railway  company's  property,  although 
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not  pal4  for  by  th»  compajiy,  should  be  included  in  an  estimate  of  tbe 
cost  of  reproduction  as  a  mere  element  of  value,  and  as  distinguisbed 
from  "fair  value."    Ee  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1019F,  779. 

d.  Adaptation  and  aolidifiaUion* 

121.  The  Missouri  Commission  will  not  allow  anything  for  adapta- 
tion and  solidification  of  a  railroad  roadbed,  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  of  expenditures  thereon  subsequent 
to  construction  that  can  properly  be  charged  to  the  capital  account. 
He  Joplin  &  P.  R.  06.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  366. 

VI »  Miscellaneous  items  chargeable  to  oapitaU 

a.  In  general,  ^ 

122.  An  allowance  for  tools  for  construction  gangs  in  addition  to 
tools  found  on  hand  at  the  date  of  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway 
oompany's  property  should  not  be  allowed  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making,  tlie  cost  of  all  roadway  tools  worn  out  in  construction  being 
properly  reflected  in  the  cost  of  grading.  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

123.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  company's  property  for 
rate  making,  the  amount  of  a  forfeit  paid  to  a  city  for  failure  to  con- 
struct an  interurban  line  to  a  specified  place  was  rejected.  Re  Tri-City 
R.  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

124.  An  ill-advised  investment  in  an  extension  of  a  railway  line  was 
excluded  in  a  valuation  of  its  property  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
the  reasonableness  of  rates  on  a  different  portion  of  the  line.  Re  West 
Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.    (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919E,  95. 

125.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  system,  no  allowance 
should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  the  change  from  a  broad  to  the  standard 
gauge  of  the  tracks,  where  the  gauge  established  originally  was  un- 
usual and  no  good  reason  was  shown  why  the  standard  gauge  was  not 
originally  adopted.    Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

126.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  system,  the  issue  whether 
a  prism  18  inches  deep  as  assiuned  by  the  Commission's  engineer 
or  one  19  inches  deep  as  claimed  by  the  company  should  be  used,  is 
immaterial,  where  the  quantities  of  grading  used  by  the  engineers 
were  largely  based  upon  assumptions.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

127.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  property,  the  value  of 
cars  sold  to  an  allied  company  should  not  be  included,  although  the 
transaction  was  merely  in  the  nature  of  a  bookkeeping  convenience, 
where  the  company  pays  rental  for  the  use  of  the  cars,  which  is  in- 
cluded in  operating  expenses.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  24. 

128.  In  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  company's  property,  certain 
right  of  way  items  such  as  the  cost  of  strengthening  bridges,  widening 
of  streets,  and  moving  back  of  curbs,  to  permit  the  laying  of  tracks, 
the  building  of  sewer  arches  and  crossings  to  prevent  sewers  from 
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being  damaged  or  ruined  by  track  construction  and  car  traffic  npoo 
it,  land  purchased  and  dedicated  to  the  public  for  street  purposes, 
street  grading,  etc.,  were  excluded  from  the  cost  of  reproduction  of 
physical  property,  the  Commission  holding  that  these  costs  should 
ccmstitute  an  intangible  item  of  property  value  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  arriving  at  its  final  finding  of  fair  value.  Re  Capital 
Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.191dF,  779. 

h.  Replacements. 

129.  Expenditures  for  replacements,  instead  of  betterments,  should 
not  be  included  in  the  capital  account.  Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities 
Co.   (IlL)  P.U.R.1919D,  817. 

130.  Property  replaced  upon  the  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction 
of  street  railways,  should  "Yiot  be  included  in  the  rate  base.  Re  Chicago 
R.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919D,  673. 

« 131.  The  increased  cost  of  replacements  or  renewals  over  that  of  the 
original  equipment  is  properly  chargeable  to  the  capital  account.  Re 
Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

o.  Uncompensated  services, 

i  132.  A  utility  is  entitled  to  capitalize  an  amount  equal  te  the  reason- 
able salaries  of  its  operating  officials,  which  amount  such  officials  have 
not  withdrawn  from  the  company.  Re  Farmers  Independent  T^eph. 
Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919D,  769. 

d.  Paving  laid  hy  street  railway  company, 

133.  The  cost  of  paving  laid  by  a  street  railway  company  around 
special  work  should  be  included  in  the  value  of  the  company's  property 
in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
836. 

134.  The  cost  of  pavements  laid,  maintained,  and  renewed  at  the 
expense  of  a  street  railway  company,  should  be  included  in  its  capital 
account,  and,  in  any  event,  it  is  necessary  element  of  the  cost  of 
reproduction  of  the  property,  were  such  property  nonexistent.  Re 
Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

VII,  Valuation  of  particular  Tcinds  of  tangible  property. 

Table  of  comparative  values  of  water  utilities  in  different  cities, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  607. 

Table  showing  comparative  reproduction  cost  of  utilities  in  differ- 
ent cities,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  608. 

Table  showing  per  capita  values  of  water  utilities  in  different 
cities,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  607. 

Table  showing  investment  per  consumer  in  fourteen  Maryland 
water  companies,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  531. 
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Table  showing  the  per  station  valuation  of  various  telephone  plants 
in  Missouri,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  597. 

Discussion  of  cost  of  steam-heating  system  per  square  foot  of 
radiation,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  977, 

a.  Property  not  used  or  useful. 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  property  not  in  use,  P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  216. 

135.  Property  not  presently  used,  and  the  future  use  of  which  is 
remo<^,  should  not  be  included  in  the  inventory  of  a  utility's  property 
for  rate  making.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

136.  In  valuing  water  power  for  rate  making,  the.  Illinois  Commis- 
sion considered  as  used  and  useful  only  those  portions  of  water  powers 
which  were  devoted  to  actual  operation  in  the  public  service.  Re  Illi- 
nois Northern  Utilities  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

137.  The  investment  in  an  incompleted  steam  plant  auxiliary  to  the 
hydraulic  power  plant  of  an  electric  company  should  not  be  made  a 
part  of  the  rate  base  until  such  plant  is  actually  put  into  operation, 
in  as  much  a«  the  company  is  entitled  to  charge,  as  part  of  its  capital 
investment,  interest  upon  its  incomplete  construction.  Re  Appalachian 
Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

138.  In  a  valuation  of  a  street  railway  system,  no  allowance  should 
be  made  for  tracks  not  physically  eonnected  with  the  remainder  of 
the  system  and  not  operated  for  several  years.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R. 
Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

2,  Investment  in  advance  of  present  needs. 

139.  Water  rights  purchased  in  wise  anticipation  of  future  needs 
were  held  properly  included  in  the  valuation  of  a  water  company's 
property  for  rate  making.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  404. 

140.  To  the  extent  that  a  portion  of  a  utility  plant  originally  con- 
structed to  serve  a  territory  that  gave  promise  of  becoming  a  thriving 
community  is  used  and  useful  in  rendering  service,  its  value  should  be 
included  in  the  rate  base.  Coudersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  196.  ^ 

141.  The  value  of  unused  water  sites  should  not  be  included  in  the 
value  of  an  electric  company's  property  for  rate  making,  but  where 
acquired  with  a  reasonable  forecast  of  the  development  of  the  busi- 
ness, should  be  carried  as  a  deferred  capital  charge,  and,  when  put 
into  use,  charged  to  capital  investment  at  the  original  purchase  price 
plus  the  accumulated  interest  upon  such  investment.  Re  Appalachian 
Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

8*  Worn  out  tools, 

142.  In   the   valuation    of   a   street   railway   system,   an    appraisal 
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which  attempts  to  value  only  existing  property  justifiably  omits  the 
cost  of  tools  worn  out  during  the  actual  construction.  Be  East  St. 
Louis  R.  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1911>D,  24. 

4.  Nonutility    property. 

(a)  In  general, 

143.  The  cost  represented  by  the  dedication  to  the  public  of  land 
upon  which  an  abandoned  street  railway  branch  line  wad  constructed, 
was  treated  as  a  development  loss.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

144.  Stores,  dwellings,  storage  buildings,  lunch  rooms,  blacksmith 
shops,  etc,  rented  for  other  than  railway  purposes,  constitute  non- 
operating  property  of  a  street  railway  company,  and  should  not  l«'> 
included  in  the  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  company's 
property.    Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

145.  Park  resort  property  was  classified  as  nonoperating  property 
in  the  valuation  of  a  street  railway  company's  property,  not  having 
relationship  to  fair  value  as  a  basis  for  rates.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co. 
(D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

(h)   Unused  lands. 

146.  Land  owned  by  a  street  railway  company  but  not  used  for  street 
railway  purposes,  and  not  likely  to  be  used  or  useful  for  such  purposes 
in  the  future,  should  not  be  included  in  the  inventory  of  the  company's 
property  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (III.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

147.  The  entire  value  of  27  acres  of  land  should  not  be  allowed  in 
the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  warehouse  company  wliich  operates 
but  four  warehouses,  although  the  warehouses  are  widely  separated 
from  each  other  on  the  tract  for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  fire 
hazards.    Re  Lathrop  Hay  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U!R.1919E,  239. 

148.  In  the  valuation  of  street  railway  property,  no  allowance 
should  be  made  for  lands  which  have  not  been  used  by  the  company 
for  many  years  and  there  is  no  prospect  that  they  will  be  required 
in  the  future.    Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

149.  Land  containing  buildings  used  for  private  purposes,  and  not 
likely  to  be  used  in  the  business  of  a  baggage  transfer  company,  should 
•lot  be  included  in  the  inventory  of  its  property  for  rate  making.  Re 
New  York  Transfer  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  690. 

6,  Obsolescent  property;  development  losses. 

Discussion  of  treatment  of  properly  rendered  useless  by  pTOg- 
ress  of  the  art,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  397. 

Statement  that  principle  underlying  the  divisKm  el  beoefite  from 
progress  of  the  art  as  between  the  utility  and  the  patrons  is  comparable 
with  principle  underlying  patent  laws,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  398. 

150.  The  value  of  property  which  has  been  superseded  and  is  not 
useful  in  lerving  the  public  cannot  be  allowed  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
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making  on  the  theory  that  it  is  part  of  the  cost  of  developing  the 
business.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  853. 

151.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  company,  consid- 
eration must  be  given  to  a  steam  generating  plant  rendered  more  or 
less  obsolete  by  the  construction  of  a  transmission  line  through  which 
current  may  be  received  from  a  hydroelectric  plant.  Re  Quincy  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  390. 

152.  The  cost  of  a  wooden  tank  replaced  by  a  steel  standpipe  should 
not  be  included  in  the  original  cost  of  a  water  company's  property  in 
a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  404. 

163.  In  ascertaining  the  historical  cost  of  a  street  railway  company,  ' 
a  necessary  expenditure  for  the  installation  of  underground  electric 
motive  power,  afterwards  found  to  be  impracticable,  and  followed  by 
the  present  improved  electric  underground  system,  was  treated  as  a 
development  loss.     Re  Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

154.  A  loss  due  to  the  destruction  of  an  obsolescent  cable  power  sta- 
tion by  fire  was  treated  as  a  development  loss  in  the  valuation  of 
a  street  railway  company's  property.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

155.  An  allowance  for  development  loss  due  to  the  abandonment  of 
cars  as  the  result  of  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
forbidding  the  use  of  single-truck  cars,  estimated  at  their  full  cost, 
should  be  reduced  to  the  extent  that  depreciation  has  accrued.  Re 
Capital  Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

166.  Abandoned  cars  held  for  resale,  for  scrap,  or  for  reuse  pur- 
poses elsewhere,  form  no  proper  part  of  fair  value  for  rate  purposes, 
and  should,  therefore,  be  excluded  from  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of 
reproduction  of  a  street  railway  company's  property.  Re  Capital  Trac- 
tion Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

157.  Losses  of  a  street  railway  company  due  to  the  necessary  abandon- 
ment of  an  experimental  electric  underground  conduit  system,  to 
changes  from  cable  to  electric  power,  to  the  abandonment  of  single- 
trnck  cars  by  the  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  etc.,  were 
allowed  as  an  intangible  item  of  development  cost  to  be  considered  in 
connection  with  the  cost  of  reproduction  element  of  fair  value,  it  ap- 
pearing that  the  earnings  had  been  insufficient  to  enable  the  company 
to  amortize  such  costs.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
779. 

158.  The  profits  from  the  sale  of  land  which  might  have  been  used 
to  meet  losses  on  property  retired  were  applied  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  development  loss  in  the  valuation  of  a  utility's  property.  Re  Capital 
Traction  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  779. 

b.  Eatntinga  reinvested  in  plant. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  properties  paid  for  out  of  earnings, 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  217. 

159.  Money  expended  for  utility  property  used  in  the  service,  al- 
though  it  comes   from  earnings,  must  be  reckoned  as  a  part  of  the 
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original  cost.    Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  863. 

-^  160.  A  utility  which  invests  its  earnings  at  a  reasonable  rate  in  the 
property  rather  than  disbursing  them  as  dividends  is  entitled  to  a  return 
thereon.  Re  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Xeb.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
709. 

_l  161.  A  public  utility  is  entitled  to  earn  a  return  upon  earnings  in- 
vested in  the  plant,  where  such  earnings  did  not  arise  out  of  excessive 
charges,  but  were  due  to  efficiency  in  isanagement  and  uncompensated 
services  by  the  officers  and  directors.  Re  Salem  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
F.U.R.1919B,  734. 

-^  162.  A  utility  is  entitled  to  capitalize  at  8  per  cent  unpaid  divi- 
t  dends,  and  to  have  an  interest  return  on  those  unpaid  dividends  from 
the  time  when  they  were  due,  where  it  is  evident  from  the  amount  of 
property  presently  owned  by  the  company  that  the  unpaid  dividends 
went  into  the  extension  of  the  property.  Re  Page  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  677. 
-4  163.  In  determining  the  rate  base  of  a  telephone  company,  deferred 
dividends  beginning  with  the  year  following  the  investment,  at  the 
rate  of  8  per  cent  per  annum,  were  allowed.  Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  763. 

o«  Property  not  owned  or  paid  for  by  utility^ 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation   on   allowance   for  property  not  owned,   P.U.R.1919E, 
p.  217. 

164.  The  value  of  facilities  owned  by  a  city  can  properly  form  no 
portion  of  the  ratfe-making  value  of  a  water  company*s  property.  Re 
Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

165.  In  a  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  street  railway  company, 
an  amount  expended  for  strengthening  a  bridge  used  by  the  company 
is  properly  Included,  although  the  company  has  no  title  to  any  part 
of  the  structure.    Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

2,  Service  connections  paid  for  hy  consuntera, 

166.  Service  pipes  paid  for  by  consumers  should  not  be  included 
in  the  valuation  of  a  water  company's  property  for  rate  making.  Re 
Bluffton  Municipal  Light  &  Waterworks   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1910E,  117. 

167.  Service  pipes  not  paid  for  by  a  water  company  should  not  be 
included  in  the  valuation  of  its  property  for  rate  making.  Re  Mon- 
mouth County  Water  Co.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  747. 

168.  The  value  of  service  connections  laid  at  the  expense  of  con- 
sumers should  not  be  included  in  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction 
of  a  water  company's  property  for  rate  making.  Re  Champaign  &  U. 
Water  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

169.  That  part  of  the  cost  of  installatiim  of  wrought-iron  mains, 
valves,  and  boxes,  paid  for  by  consumers,  should  not  be  included  in  an 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  a  water  company's  property  for 
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rate   making.     Be    Champaign   St  U.   Water   Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919B, 
798. 

d.  Donated  property. 

Discussion   of   status   of    donated   property   in    valuation,   P.U.R. 
1919A,  p.  329. 

170.  Property  donated  to  a  street  railway  company  should  be  in- 
cluded in  a  i^uation  for  rate  makings  where,  as  the  consideration 
for  the  gift  of  the  property,  the  utility  assumed  the  burden  of  main- 
taining and  operating  it.  Be  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
24. 

e.  Property  outside  the  state, 

171.  A  Commission  in  fixing  rat^s  for  service  within  the  state  may 
take  into  consideration  the  value  of  the  whole  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty, although  partly  in  another  state,  and  fix  such  rates  as  will  pro- 
duce a  fair  return  within  the  state,  upon  the  assumption  that  the  com- 
pany will  obtain  like  increases  in  other  jurisdictions.  Re  iippalaohian 
Power  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

f.  Buildings  and  other  stt^uctures* 

172.  In  a  valuation  of  a  street  railway  system,  the  value  of  an 
office  building  should  be  included  where,  although  pcu't  of  the  build- 
ing is  used  by  allied  companies,  the  rentals  reflected  in  operating 
results  provide  for  its  support.  Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  C^.  (111.)  P.U.R 
1919D,  24. 

g.  Lands. 

1,  In  general* 

Annotation   on   valuation   of   land,   P.U.R.1919B,   p.   426;    P.U.R. 
1919E,  p.  219. 

173.  The  Illinois  Commission  in  valuing  land  for  rate  making  does 
not  give  consideration  to  original  cost  only,  but  gives  weight  to  the 
present  value  of  the  land,  and  considers  values  of  adjacent  lands  of 
like  character  in  making  its  determination.  Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

174.  No  allowance  should  be  made,  in  a'  valuation  for  rate  making, 
for  special  values  of  the  real  estate  of  a  street  railway  company  for 
railway  purposes,  since  it  is  the  actual  market  value  that  is  con- 
trolling.   Re  Omaha  &  C.  B.  S.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  845. 

175.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  street  railway  company 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  land  was  appraised  by  the  District  assessor 
at  the  normal  price  that  would  be  paid  in  a  bona  fide  sale  without 
special  inducement.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
779. 

176.  In  the  valuation  of  utility  property  the  element,  cost  of  re- 
production, should  be  set  up  complete  as  such,  including  such  general 
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costs  on  land  as  would  reasonably  be  incurred  were  the  property  really 
to  be  reproduced  as  assumed^  although  in  arriving  at  the  final  con- 
clusion as  to  fair  value,  such  costs  would  not  be  included  if  such  fair 
value  were  to  be  derived  from  the  cost  of  reproduction  element  alone. 
Re  Coital  Traction  Co.  (D.  0.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

2»  Appreciationi 

177.  A  utility  is  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  appreciation  in  value 
of  its  land  due  to  the  development  and  growth  of  the  community.  He 
Hinton  Water,  Light  &  Supply  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  467. 

178.  The  appreciation  of  land  values  should  not  be  capitalized  for 
rate  making,  especially  since  the  passage  of  the  Indiana  Utility  Act 
of  1913.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

8'  SeveranSe  damages. 

179.  The  present  market  value  of  the  land  of  a  railway  company^ 
without  se^rance  damages,  was  adopted  by  the  Missouri  Commission 
as  the  valiii  for  rate  making.  Re  Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.K. 
1919B,  366. 

h,  Vndergro^tnd  water  channel, 

180.  Nothing  should  be  allowed  in  the  valuation  of  a  water  com- 
pany's property  for  rate  making  for  the  value  of  an  underground 
channel,  provided  by  nature,  not  representing  any  investment  by  the 
company,  and  not  situated  on  land  owned  by  it,  and  the  use  of  which 
does  not  affect  the  rights  of  others.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  y 
Springfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  «53. 

i.  Working  capital, 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  working  capital,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  426 ; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  217. 

Definition  of  working  capital,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  621. 

181.  No  allowance  was  made  for  working  capital,  aside  from  ma- 
terials and  supplies,  in  a  tentative  valuation  for  emergency  rate  mak- 
ing.   Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  209. 

182.  An  amount  for  working  capital  based  on  the  necessity  of  storage 
of  a  large  stock  of  coal  due  to  war  conditions  is  not  justifiable  under 
the  changed  conditions  brought  about  by  the  cessation  of  hostilities. 
Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  224. 

183.  No  specific  allowance  was  made  for  working  capital  in  the 
valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electrical  distributing  company,  but 
the  system  was  considered  as  one  in  successful  operation  having 
sufficient  funds  for  its  current  needs.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co. 
(Idaho)   P.U.R.1919A,  652. 

184.  An  allowance  for  material  and  supplies  for  a  street  railway 
company  made  under  war  conditions  may  be  materially  decreased  when 
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the  diflSculty  of  delivering  and  securing  materials  needed  has  been 
greatly  reduced.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Milwaukee 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  504. 

185.  Money  held  in  a  sinking  fund  not  being  employed  for  the  public 
convenience^  but  for  the  conyenienoe  of  the  company's  bondholders,  should 
not  be  considered  in  determining  the  reasonable  amount  of  working 
capitaL    Be  Champaign  4  U.  Water  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919E,  798. 

9.  Effect  of  advamoe  poymene  of  IHlls. 

186.  A  street  railway  company  needs  but  a  comparatively  small 
working  capital,  since  it  receives*  pay  in  advance  for  its  services, 
and  current  expenditures  can  be  foretold  within  reasonable  limits; 
particularly  if  the  company  has  been  a  prosperous  company  with  ex- 
cellent credit.    Re  East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24. 

8>  Method  of  detetnnining  proper  allowance, 

187.  It  is  usual  to  allow  as  floating  or  working  capital,  cash  assets 
equal  to  two  months'  revenue,  in  addition  to  materials  and  supplies. 
Consumers  of  Gas  v.  Central  Hudson  Gas  4  B.  Co.  (K.  T.)  P.U.R. 
t919E,  294. 

188.  The  working  capital  of  a  utility  should  represent  a  sum  ample 
under  ordinary  conditions  to  carry  on  the  business,  sufficient  to  provide 
for  the  prompt  payment  of  the  operating  expanses  and  to  maintain 
the  credit  of  the  company.  Re  Utah  Gas  4  Coke  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  645. 

180.  The  working  capital  of  a  slreet  and  intenirban  railway  was 
fixed  at  slightly  less  than  ^  of  the  annual  operating  expenses  plus 
stores  and  supplies,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  company's  business 
was  practically  on  a  cash  basis.  Re  Joplin  db  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  366. 

190.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  reproduction  element  of  a  utility 
company's  property,  an  amount  was  ^allowed  for  working  capital  similar 
to  that  allowed  in  ascertaining  the  historical  cost,  amounting  to  one 
twelfth  of  the  annual  operating  expenses  and  real  property  taxes,  plus 
a  small  additional  amount  for  property  extensions.  Re  Capital  Trac- 
tion Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

191.  An  allowance  for  working  capital  in  addition  to  materials  and 
supplies,  of  a  sum  amounting  to  one  twelfth  of  the  annual  operating 
expenses  and  real  property  taxes  of  a  street  railway  company,  plus 
an  additional  amount  for  property  extensions,  was  held  reasonable  in 
view,  among  other  things,  of  the  facts  that  the  fares  were  either  all 
paid  at  the  time  of  the  ride  or  in  advance  through  the  purchase  of 
tickets,  and  that  the  property  was  not  growing  to  any  great  degree. 
Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

4.  Amounts  allowed, 
^    192.  An  allowance  of  3  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  new  value  of  a 
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telephone  plant  was  allowed  for  working  capital.     Re  Lincoln  Teleph. 
&  leleg.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.iei9A,  35. 

193.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  watet  rates,  an  allowance 
of  $2,900  was  made  for  working  capital  of  a  company  whose  plant  was 
valued  at  $185,000.     Westminster  v.  Consolidated  Ptiblic  Utilities  Co. 

(Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

194.  An  allowance  of  $10,000  was  made  for  working  capita!  of  a 
water  company  the  depreciated  value  of  whose  property  used  and  use- 
ful in  public  service  was  fixed  at*$447,4i7.52.  Re  Monmouth  County 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  747. 

195.  An  allowance  of  $500,000  was  made  for  the  working  capital  of 
an  electric  company  the  amount  of  whose  cash  investment,  without  de- 
ducting depreciation,  was  found  to  be  approximately  $8,500,000.  Re  Ap- 
palachian Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

196.  An  allowance  of  $25,000  was  made  for  the  working  capital  of  a 
baggage  transfer  company,  the  fair  value  of  whose  tfngible*  property 
for  rate  making  was  found  to  be  $260,000;  it  appearing  that  the  busi- 
ness was  conducted  on  practically  a  cash  basis.  Re  New  York  Trans- 
fer Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919B,  590. 

197.  An  allowance  of  $17,000  was  made  for  working  capital  of  a 
street  railway  company  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making  in  a  case  in 
whicfi  the  total  fair  value,  including  working  capital  and  supplies,  was 
found  to  be  $2,900,000.    Re  Tri-City  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

198.  An  allowance  ^f  $45,000  was  made  for  materials  and  supplies 
in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  street  railway  company  for  rate 
making,  in  a  case  in  which  the  total  fair  value  of  the  company's  prop- 
erty, including  working  capital,  'materials,  and  supplies,  was  foun4 
to  be  $2,900,000.    Re  Tri-ttty  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  836. 

VIII.  Valuation  of  particular  Tcinds  of  intatiffihle  property, 

a.  In  general, 

199.  In  a  tentative  valuation  for  emergency  rate  making,  the  In- 
diana Commission  disregarded  intangibles.  Re  Northern  Indiana  €raa 
&   E.   Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,  507. 

200.  In  the  valuation  of  a  municipal  water  plant  for  rate  making;,  an 
allowance  was  included  for  intangible  value.  Re  Hammond  Water- 
works (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  180. 

b.  Going  value, 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  going  value,  P.I7.R.1919B,  p.  428; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  219. 

Deflnit-n  of  going  concern  value,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  437. 

Discussion  of  effect  on  allowance  of  going-concern  value  of  fact 
that  allowances  have  been  made  for  overhead  expenses  and  that  good 
will  is  not  to  be  considered,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  487. 

Statement  that  all  public  utility  enterprises  go  through  three 
stages  of  development, —  the  construction  period,  the  development  period, 
and  the  going-concern  period,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  439. 
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Discussion  of  elements  entering  into  development  cost,  wliich  eon- 
stitutes  a  tangible  element  of  going-concern  value,  P.U.R.1919^P,  *  p. 
440. 

201.  The  claim  for  an  allowance  on  account  of  going  value  should  be 
based  on  evidence  of  fact  rather  than  opinion.  Re  Qiicago  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

202.  The  burden  is  upon  a  utility  Avhich  claims  an  allowance  for 
development  cost  as  an  element  of  going  value,  to  show  that  such 
costs  were  actually  incurred.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.r.R.1919F,  415. 

203.  An  arbitrary  allowance  should  not  be  made  for  going  value 
in  a  valuation  for  rate  making  in  the  absence  of  evidence  of  capital 
expenditures  for  those  elements  usually  constituting  it,  especially  on 
an  application  for  emergency  relief.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  448. 

204.  No  allowance  was  made  for  going  value  ill  a  tentative  valuation    ^ 
for  emergency  rate  making,  where  it  appeared  that  the  company  had 
largely  built  up  its  property  from  excess  profits.    Re  Home  Teleph.  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  909. 

2>  Ifecessity  far  considering  going  value. 

Statement  that  going^cioncern  value  must  be  recognized  in  con- 
demnation cases,  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  437. 

206.  In  determining  the  fair  value  of  a  utility  plant  for  rate  mak-  j/ 
ing,  an  allowance  in  addition  to  the  inventory  value  should  be  made  for 
the  going  concern  value.    Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.   (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B,  791. 

206.  It  is  definitely  settled  in  Pennsylvania  that  an  allowance  should 
be  made  for  going-ccmcem  value  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making. 
Coudersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  196. 

207.  Under  the  law  in  Pennsylvania,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  give  consideration  to  the  going-concern  value  of  a  utility's 
property  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  493. 

208.  Some  allowance  on  reasonable  hypotheses  and  based  on  facts 
should  be  made  for  going  value  in  connection  with  the  element,  cost 
of  reproduction,  over  and  above  the  bare  bones  of  the  property;  but 
such  allowance  has  been  made  where  the  Commission  appraises  the 
property  on  the  basis  that  each  part  thereof  will  continue  to  be  used 
until  its  useful  life  is  terminated  by  wear  and  tear,  obsolescence,  in- 
adequacy, or  other  similar  cause,  and  by  allowing  for  all  items  of 
cost  necessary  to  put  the  plant  into  operation,  as  an  operating  equity, 
and  by  the  inclusion  of  costs  of  development  such  as  losses  due  to 
the  necessary  changes  in  motive  power.  Re  Capital  Traction  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

5.  Consideration  of  plant  as  a  going  concern, 

209.  No  specific  allowance  was  made  for  going-concern  value  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  making,  but  the  company's  system  was  considered 
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as  a  going  concern  in  actual  successful  operation.    Wiseman  t.  Rt^iert 
Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  652. 

210.  The  Missouri  Commission  in  a  rate  valuation  takes  into  account 
the  fact  that  the  plant  is  in  successful  operation  as  ^  going  concern 
with  an  established  business,  without  undertaking  to  fix  separately 
the  value  of  that  item.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  853. 

211.  In  fixing  the  fair  rate-making  value  of  public  utility  property, 
the  Illinois  Commission  considered  that  there  is  an  element  of  v^lue 
in  an  assembled  and  established  plant  doing  business  and  earning,' 
money,  although  the  evidence  did  not  justify  a  separate  allowance  for 
going  value.     Re  Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,.  798 

212.  A  water  company  serving  a  thriving  community  and  being 
an  active  going  concern  rendering  efficient  service,  and  earning  returns 
for  its  stockholders,  has  a  value  greater  than  if  it  were  an  idle  plant, 
which  should  be  considered  in  determining  fair  value.  Kane  v.  Spring 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

A  213.  In  valuing  a  telephone  plant  for  rate  m|J:ing,  an  allowance  of 
$1,000  was  added  to  the  present  value  of  $13,000  for  going  value  and 
working  capital.    Re  Fulton  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  804. 

4,  Consideration  of  early  losses, 

214.  While  early  losses  constitute  an  intangible  element  to  be  con- 
sidered in  finding  fair  value,  such  losses  should  be  excloded  fron 
the  total  amount  stated  to  be  the  historical  cost.  Be  Capital  TtmctioB 
Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

215.  Going  value  is  ascertained  by  finding  how  much  the  gross  in- 
come  has  fallen  short  of  paying  a  fair  return  on  the  investment  durin;; 
the  development  period.  Re  Lincoln  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B, 
752. 

216.  In  a  rate-making  proceeding,  the  Main  Commission  limited  th»- 
allowance  for  going  value  to  an  amount  equal  to  the  wear  of  the  plant 
in  the  service  of  the  public,  where  the  utility  had  volimtarily  operated 
under  an  improvident  contract  for  a  number  of  years:  since  a  utility 
cannot  voluntarily  charge  unreasonably  low  rates  through  a  term  of 
years  and  place  the  loss  entirely  upon  future  consumers.  Re  Lincoln 
Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  752. 

217.  The  only  element  entering  into  going  value  consists  of  losses 
sustained  during  the  development  period  of  the  enterprise,  where  al- 
lowances have  already  been  made  for  overhead  expenses,  including  in- 
terest during  construction,  and  the  element  of  good  will  is  not  to  be 
considered.     Re  Redding  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

218.  No  allowance  for  development  costs  as  an  element  of  going 
value  will  be  allowed  in  a  case  in  whidi  there  was  no  evidence  that 
such  losses  had  been  incurred,  and  for  ten  years  prior  to  1912  the 
company  had  operated  under  rates  voluntarily  fixed,  and  subsequent 
to  that  time  it  had  operated  under  rates  declared  by  the  Commission 
to  be  reasonable.    Re  Redding  (CaJ.)   P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

219.  In  estimating  early  losses  for  the  purpose  of  determining^  the 
cost  oi  developing  business,  the  actual  depreciation  which  has  been 
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made  good  should  be  deducted.    Re  Monmouth  Ck)unt7  Water  Co.  (N. 
J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  747. 

220.  In  estimat&iip  the  cost  of  dereloping  a  utility  business,  the  com- 
pany cannot,  after  a  long  period  of  operation  under  a  franchise  con- 
tract, expect  to  make  up  all  of  the  losses  due  to  what  may  have  been 
a  poor  bargain.  Re  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
747. 

221.  Going  value  cannot  be  ascertained  by  assuming  a  fair  return 
to  the  stockholders  of  a  specified  percentaige  on  the  outstanding  stock 
during  the  years  in  which  the  stockholders  received  no  dividends,  where 
the  loss  of  dividends  was  due  to  a  ruinous  competition.  Westminster 
V.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.    (Md.)   P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

6*  CapUalizatian  of  earnings  as  measure  of  going  value, 

222.  In  a  proeeeding  for  the  municipal  acquisition  of  a  utility  plant, 
the  California  Commission  rejected  the  theory  advanced  by  the  com- 
pany for  measuring  golng-ooncem  value  by  the  capitalisation  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  profits.    Re  Redding  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

e,  Consideratiim  of  High  degree  of  effioieney  of  j^ant, 

223.  The  fact  that  the  property  of  a  utility  is  in  a  high  state  of 
operating  efficiency,  so  that  it  is  rendering  practically  as  good  service 
to  the  public  as  if  it  were  new,  will  be  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
Pennsylvania  Commission  as  having  a  material  bearing  on  the  question 
of  its  going-concern  value.  Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F, 
498. 

7.  Period  of  attaching  huMnesa* 

224.  The  allowance  for  expenditures  made  in  attaching  business  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  making  should  not  be  extended  beyond  the  period 
when  the  full  number  of  consumers  is  approximately  obtained,  the  ex- 
penditures thereafter  being  chargeable  to  operating  expenses.  Re  Utah 
Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  645. 

S,  Specific  allowances. 

225.  In  a  valuation  for  rate  making  an  allowance  of  3  per  cent  upon 
the  depreciated  value  of  a  water  plant  was  made  for  going  value. 
Westminster  v.  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
506. 

226.  An  allowance  in  the  neighborhood  of  $1,000  was  made  for 
going  value  of  a  utility  plant,  the  total  value  of  which,  for  municipal 
purchase,  was  found  to  be  $12,500.  Re  Bloomer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  481. 

227.  An  allowance  of  $1,600,000  was  made  for  going-concern  value 
of  an  electric  plant  the  investment  in  which,  exclusive  of  accrued  de- 
preciation, was  $8,500,000,  it  appearing  that  the  deficiency  in  earn- 
ings during  the  development  period  amoimted  to  something  in  exce.ss 
of  $1,000,000.    Re  Appalachian  Power  Co.   (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286. 

P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 36. 
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c.  Good  %ciU» 

228.  No  allowance  was  made  for  good  will  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making.    R^  Chicago  R.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

229.  When  rates  are  in  question,  the  item  of  good  will  is  not  to  be 
considered.  Re  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  (Keb.)  P.U.RJyiOC,  927  (S.  C.  — 
Neb.  — ,  171  N.  W.  192). 

d.  Franchises, 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  franchises,  P.U.R.1919E,  p.  222. 
230;  An  allowance  for  franchise  cost  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making 
cannot  be  based  on  an   assumed   cost  per  Inhabitant  of  the  territory 
served.    Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

231.  The  amount  to  be  allowed  as  franchise  cost  in  a  valuation  for 
rate  making  should  not  be  fixed  at  the  accumulated  amount  of  service 
furnished  free  of  charge  in  conformity  with  the  franchise  requirements, 
whore  this  amount  has  already  been  properly  charged  to  operation.  Re 
Illinois  Northern  UtUities  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  932. 

232.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility  plant  for  municipal  acquisition 
purposes,  the  California  Commission  considered  that  any  value  as 
might  adhere  in  the  franchises  of  the  utility,  other  than  the  item 
of  original  cost,  was  properly  comprehended  within  the  element  of 
going-concern  value.     Re  Redding   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919F,  415. 

233.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  franchise  value  in  a  valuation 
for  rate  making,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  showing  the  expenditure  of 
any  money  for  the  acquirement  of  the  franchise.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert 
Electric  Co.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1919A,  552. 

•  234.  In  a  proceeding  to  increase  franchise  rates,  no  allowance  will 
be  made  for  franchise  values,  fixed  in  the  franchise  ordinances  for 
purposes  of  sale  to  the  city,  where  the  railway  companies  fail  to  sus- 
tain the  burden  of  proof  cast  upon  them  of  establishing  such  values. 
Re  Chicago  R.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  573. 

e.     Leases  and  leaseholds. 

235.  The  expenditure  of  money  of  a  public  utility  for  gas  leases 
is  a  legitimate  capital  expenditure,  but  a  value  per  acre  cannot  be 
established  on  a  basis  of  production  over  a  period  of  time.  Re  Iro- 
quois Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76. 

236.  The  right  of  a  traction  company  to  cross  a  bridge  over  a  large 
river,  fixed  by  a  lease  for  a  term  of  999  years  at  a  cost  of  1  cent  a  pas- 
senger, but  not  to  exceed  $«,000  a  year,  is  an  asset  which  should  be 
given  consideration  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  of  the  property  of 
the  traction  company.  Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.19J9F, 
493. 

/.  Water  rights. 

1.  In  general, 

237.  A  reasonable  sum   should  be  allowed  for  water   riglits   in   the 
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valuation  of  the  property  of  a  water  company  for  rate  making,  espe- 
cially if  their  source  is  upon  land  owned  by  the  company  in  fee.  Cou- 
dersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  196. 

238.  No  allowance  was  made  in  the  valuation  of  a  water  pl^nt  for 
rate  making  for  water  diversion  rights,  rights  of  way,  etc.,  where  no- 
attempt  was  made  to  establish  either  the  original  cost  or  the  present 
value  thereof,  and  the  rights  appeared  to  be  of  a  very  indefinite  nature 
and  their  value  a  matter  of  conjecture.  Westminster  v.  Consolidated 
Public  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506. 

'  239.  The  value  of  the  water  rights  of  a  water  company  should  not 
be  measured  by  the  comparative  costs  of  obtaining  an  equivalent 
supply  of  water  from  another  source,  but  by  the  best  evidence  of  which 
the  nature  of  the  case  is  susceptible.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v. 
Springfield   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  853. 

240.  There  is  an  element  of  value  "irt  water-bearing  land  which  lian 
never  failed  as  a  source  of  supply  for  a  water  company  which  shouhT 
be  recognized  over  and  above  what  the  property  originally  cosO^^Wf 
what  other  apparently  water-bearing  property  undeveloped  may  be 
obtained  for.    Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  404. 

241.  In  a  proceeding  to  determine  reasonable  rates,  no  value  shouM 
be  placed  upon  leased  hydraulic  power,  where  the  annual  cost  i a  taken 
into  consideration  in  determining  normal  expenses  of  operatioil,-  nor 
for  a  power  site  which  is  nonoperative  property  not  developed  by  the 
company.  Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  PiU.R. 
I919B,  224. 

2.  Saving  over  steam, 

242.  Neither  a  water  power  valuation  upon  the  basis  of  the  capital- 
ized saving  over  the  equivalent  cost  of  steam  generated  power,  iupon 
the  basis  of  the  opinions  of  residents  as  to  value,  nor  upon  the  basis 
of  rentals,  is  to  be  accepted  as  an  absolute  guide  in  ascertaining  the 
rate  base.    Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  832.  . 

g.  Rights  of  tvay,  easenientSf  etc. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  rights  of  way,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  429. 

243.  An  allowance  of  $2,112.50  was  made  for  8,138  feet  of  right  ot 
way  for  water  mains  through  land  laid  out  in  borough  lots  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  making.  Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  401.  '  * 

H,  Eocpired  patents, 

•  ■       !:  .     ' 

244.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  expired  patents  in  determin- 
ing the  development  loss  due  to  the  change  of  railway  motive  power 
from  cable  to  electricity,  since  patents  should  be  taken  care  of  by 
earnings,  and  not  be  allowed  to  remain  in  tlie  plant  account.  Re  Capi- 
tal Traction  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  779. 

VAI^UE. 

Apportionment  of,  see  AppoBnoNMSNT, 
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Value  fixed  in  transfer  of  company  not  to  result  in  unreasonable 

increase  in  rates,  see  Consoubation,  Meboeb,  and  Sale,  1. 
As  basis  for  computing  depreciation,  see  Dbpkeciation,  19. 
01  property,  as  factor  t9  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates, 

136. 
Of  property,  as  basis  of  return,  see  RrrOBN,  16,  17,  20-48. 
Invested  capital  rather  than  securities  issued  as  basis  of  return,  see 

Return,  19. 
Physical  value  of  property  aa  basis  of  security  issues,  see  iSEcuBirr 

Issues,  1. 
Value  of  property  as  Mmiting  amount  of  securities  to  be  issued,  see 

Sbcurity  Issues,  30<. 
Relationship  of  stock,  bonds,  and  value  of  property  required  under 

Indiana  statute,  see  SECUBirr  Issues,  31. 
Comparison  of,  see  Valuatioh,  44. 

▼Ai;iJE  OF  8ERVIOB. 

Boe  also  Cost  of  Service. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  by  Commission  in  fixing  return,  see 

Rates,  34. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  140,  152. 
Proportion  of  increased  coal  cost  that  may  be  placed  on  power 

consumers,  see  Rates,  227,  228. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  249. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  154-165. 
Rates  beyond  value  of  service  merely  for  maintenance  of  credit,  see 

Return,  166. 
Utility  entitled  to  at  least  legal  rate  of  interest  although  siich  rates 

would  exceed  value  of  service,  see  Return,  170. 
Value  of  service  not  sole  rate  factor,  see  Return,  208. 

Annotation  on  value  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  630;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  875;  P.U.R.1919F,  p.  135. 

Annotation  on  value  of  service  as  factor  in  rate-making,  P.UJL 
1919B,  p.  24. 

▼AI.VES. 

As  part  of  sarvioe  connection,  see  Sbrvicb  Connections. 

VENUE. 

Of  suit  against  Postmaster  General,  see  Injunction,  2. 

VERMONT.  ^ 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulste  telephone  rates  as  limited  by 
Federal  control  of  telephones  through  Postmaster  General, 
see  Rates,  52. 

VESTED  RIGHTS. 

As  affecting  authority  to  discontinue  service,  see  Sbrticb,  97. 
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▼IBGINIA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings  during  pendency  of  in- 
junction suit,  see  Appeal  amd  Rbtibw,  1. 

Power  of  Virginia  cities  to  make  binding  rate  contract,  see  Oonsti* 
TUTiONAL  Law,  82,  83. 

Jurisdiction  of  county  supervisors  over  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Conomission  over  crossings,  see  Csossings,  9,  15, 
16. 

Power  of  municipalities  under  Virginia  Constitution  and  statutes 
to  make  binding  franchise  contract  as  to  rates,  see  Ratbs,  130. 

▼OLVME  OF  TRAFFia 

See  Density  of  TBAFFia 

VOUGHER. 

Mandamus  as  remedy  to  compel  Commission  to  draw  salary  voucher 
for  employee,  see  Mandamus,  2. 

WAGES. 

iS^  Salabxbs. 

WAIVER. 

Waiver  of  deposit  for  extension  of  service  to  consumers  purchasing 
bonds  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  79. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates  where  municipality 
has  waived  its  rights,  see  Rates,  85. 

WAB. 

Judicial  notice  of  high  cost  of  materials,  see  Appeal  and  Keview, 
61. 

Effect  of  act  of  Congress  empowering  President  to  take  over  tele; 
phones  and  telegraphs,  on  power  of  state  Commission,  see 
Commissions,  55. 

War  conditions  as  excuse  from  nonperformance  with  contract  fix- 
ing street  railway  rates,  see  Contracts,  2.  , 

No  allowance  for  war  prices  in  computing  depreciation,  see  Depre- 
ciation, 17. 

Power  of  President  without  authority  from  Congress  to  operate 
telegraph  and  telephones  outside  of  military  zone,  see  Pubuo 
Utilities,  3. 

Validity  of  coal  clauses  in  electric  rate  contract  during  wHr  emer- 
gency, see  Bates,  215,  216. 

Rates  for  electricity  varying  with  price  of  coal,  see  Rates,  238-240. 

Effect  of,  to  increase  street  railway  fares,  see  Rates,  324,  325. 

Standard  price  as  basis  of  sliding  scale  for  return  for  gas  com- 
panies to  be  temporary,  see  Return,  26. 

Return  of  municipal  plant  under  war  conditions,  see  Reiurn,  33, 
34. 

Increased  fuel  costs  and  taxes  not  due  to  war,  see  Return,  47.  - 
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Contributions  to  war  charities  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Re- 
...   .  ,  .    Tm^t  1Q6. 

Consideration  of  effect  of  end  of  war,  see  Retubn,  150. 
•  Increased  interurban  railway  rates  merely  to  meet  increased  cost 
of,  see  Return,  160. 
Increased  cost  of  money  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return 

•   in  war  time,  see  Return,  169. 
Limitation  to  fair  return  in  the  pa«t  as  rendering  interurban  rail- 
■      way  company  unable  to  meet  war  costs,  see  Return,  100. 
:    Consideration  of  war  conditions  and  emergency  relief  in  fixing  rea- 
sonableness of  return,  see  Return,  220-295. 
Street  railway  .to  be  satisfied  to  earn  operating  expenses  and  fixed 

charges  during  war,  see  Return,  231. 
Street  railway  improvements  not  to  be  made  during  war,  see  Re- 
turn, 232. 
.  <: ..  Ii]icrea3e  in  operating  expenses  through  award  of  War  Labor  Board 
and  other  war  costs,  resulting  in  receivership  and  destruction 
of  credit  as  constituting  emergency  entitling  utility  to  increase 
in  rates,  see  Return,  237. 
Public  utilities  to  bear  part  of  war  burden,  see  Betubn,  242-251. 
Street   railways  not  to   recoup   war   losses  during  reoonstruction 

period,  see  Return,  282. 
Effect  of  increase  in  rates  on  interurban  and  street  railway,  see 
Return,  287-295. 
,!»:    Construction  of  extension  during  war  times,  see  Service,  73,  74. 
Refusal  of  New  York  Commission  to  grant  request  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration  to  discontinue  agency  station 
because  of  expens  -  where  wages  have  been  voluntarily  and  un- 
1    reasonably  increased,  see  Service,  174. 
Use  of  wartime  unit  prices,  see  Valuation,  5,  49,  59-70. 
;   .  End.  of  war  as  reducing  amount  of  materials  street  railway  com- 
pany needs  to  have  on  hand,  see  Valuation,  182,  184. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  war  conditions  and  emergency  re- 
lief in  determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1910A,  p.  139; 
P.U.R.1919B,  p.  533;  P.U.R.1919C,  p.  876;   P.U.R.1019F,  p.  139. 

WAREHOUSES. 

■  '  A^icoimting  for  warehouse  company,  see  Accounting,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Oregon  statute  over  crossings 
affording  ingress  to  and  egress  from  warehouses  in  cities,  see 
'     '         Commissions,  21. 

Discontinuance  of  warehouse  by  railroad  as  discriminatory,  see 
Discrimination,  82. 

Discontinuing  use  of  building  as  warehouse  when  needed  for  ex- 
press business,  see  Service,  183. 

Consideration  of  surplus  lands  owned  by  warehouse  company,  see 
Valuation,  147, 

W^UEt  LABOR  BOARD. 

Effect  of  award  of,  to  increase  street  railway  fares,  see  Rates,  324. 
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Increase  in  operating  exp^iises  through  award  of  War  Xtabpr  Board 
and  other  war  costs^  resulting  in  receivership  and  destruction 
of  credit  as  constituting  emergency  entitling  utility  to  increase 
in  ratesy  see  RsruiiN,  237. 

WASH  HOUSES. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  coal  company  to  maintain 
wash  houses^  see  Commissions,  22. 

IXTASHINGTON. 

Validity  of  statute  apportioning  cost  of  crossing  between  railroads, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  25. 
Review  of  order  of  Commission  apportioning  cost  of  crossing,  see 

I  BOSSINQS,  25. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  proceed  on  its  ovra   motion   with 

rate  hearing,  see  Pbocedure,  4. 
Power  of  Commission  to  increase  rates  over  amount  in  proposed 

schedule,  see  Rates,  96.  ' 

WASTB. 

Metered  rates  to  eliminate  waste  of  wnter,  see  Pates,  391. 
Metering  |Water  for  fire  protection  service,  see  Sebvicb,  242. 

IXTATER. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  water  company,  see  Apportionment,  24- 
27. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  utility  operating  electric 
and  water  departments,  see  Apportionment,  42,  43. 

Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  transmission  line  to 
convey  power  from  ice  plant  to  water  plant,  see  Cebtificates 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessitt,  5. 

Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construc- 
tion by  Water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered 
territory,  see  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  i:{. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  property 
rights  in  waters,  see  Commissions,  37. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  failure  of  water 
company  to  repave  streets,  see  Commissions,  50. 

Approval  of  plan  for  consolidation  of  water  companies,  see  Con- 
solidation, 4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Arizona  Commission  to  compel  water  company  to 
purchase  system  of  another  company,  see  Consolidation,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  ta  change  rates  for  fire  hydrants,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  56,  57. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  change  rates  to  be  paid  for 
water  by  railroad  company,  see  Constitutional  Law.  77. 

Depreciation  of  municipal  water  plant,  see  Depreciation,  50. 

Depreciation  of  water  plant,  see  Depreciation,  G5-69. 

Elimination  of  free  service,  see  Discrimination,  1,  2. 
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Apportioning  difference  of  cost  between  steam  generated  and  water 
generated  elect:  'c'ty,  see  Disobiminatiow,  46. 

Same  charge  for  single  as  for  sev^al  openings^  eee  DiscBmiNATiONy 
74. 

Water  company  not  to  grant  preferential  rights  to  certain  consum- 
ers, see  Discrimination,  87. 

Exchange  of  water  serviee  for  electric  eeryioe  as  discriminatory, 
see  Discrimination,  89,  90. 

Contract  to  furnish  water  to  railroad  free  in  consideration  of  grant 
of  right  of  way  as  discriminatory,  see  Discrimination,  96. 

Estoppel  of  electric  company  to  claim  rights  In  water,  see  Estoppel, 
1. 

See  also  Irrigation. 

Decrease  in  rates  of  water  company  in  competition  with  municipal 
plant,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  4. 

New  Jersey  statute  as  not  forbidding  inhabitants  of  one  city  from 
obtaining  water  from  another  city,  see  Municipal  Plants,  1. 

Inhabitants  of  one  city  obtaining  water  from  another  in  considera- 
tion of  grant  of  right  of  way,  see  Municipal  Plants,  2,  3. 

Water  company  as  public  utility  imder  Oregon  statute,  see  Publio 
Utilities,  6. 

Mutual  company  as  public  utility,  see  Pl'blic  Utili'];ies,  16,  17. 

Mutual  water  company  supplying  stockholders  cmly  in  accordance 
with  terms  of  by-laws  as  public  utility  under  California  statute, 
see  Public  Utilities,  18. 

Water  company  selling  water  to  others  than  stockholders  as  a 
public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  19. 

Land  company  selling  water  as  public  utility,  see  Pubuo  Utilitibs, 
23-27. 

Water  company  designed  solely  to  furnish  water  to  mining  interests* 
as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 

Company  selling  water  for  power  as  public  utility,  see  Pubijc 
Utilities,  30. 

Canal  company  organized  to  supply  water  to  stockholders  for  irriga- 
tion as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  37. 

Irrigation  company  as  public  utility  although  rendering  service 
only  under  contract,  see  Public  Utilities,  46. 

Water  company  selling  at  wholesale  to  municipality  only  as  public 
utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  46. 

Water  sold  with  land  for  use  thereon  as  affected  with  public  inter- 
est, see  Public  Utilities,  4^. 

Water  leased  to  others  under  private  contract  as  devoted  to  public 
use,  see  Public  Utiliti  s,  51. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  require  common  council  of  city  to 
appoint  certain  officers  to  collect  water  rents,  see  Rates,  27. 

Order  of  Commission  fixing  rates  as  superseding  judement  of  court 
of  common  pleas  under  Pennsylvania  act,  see  Rates,  28. 

Power  of  Maine  municipality  to  contract  for  water  for  fire  and 
municipal  purposes  as  implying  right  to  ibL  rates  for  domestic 
connumers,  see  KaTilS,  128. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


WATER.  553 

Ability  of  city  to  pay  fire  protection  charge  as  factor  to  be  con- 
sidered in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  158. 
Monthly  irrigation  charge  varying  with  amount  of  water  used,  see 

Rates,  282. 
Irrigation  company  required  to  permit  consumers  to  discontinue 

paying  for  water  under  their  contracts,  see  Rates,  286. 
Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  380-409. 
Water  rates  for  fire  protection,  see  Rates,  335-402. 
Retium  of  municipal  water  plant,  see  Return,  33. 
Price  paid  by  distributing  company  to  producing  company,  As  an 

operating  expense,   see  Return,   82. 
Coal  consumption  indicating  inefficient  managemoit,  see  Return, 

98,  99. 
Effect  of  betterments  to  plant,  to  reduce  use  of  water,  see  Retubx, 

133. 
Town  and  outside  consumers  not  to  be  segregated  in  proceeding  to 

determine  reasonableness  of  water  rates,  see  Return,  198, 
Each  department  of  utility  to  be  self  sustaining,  see  Return,  204. 
Rtasonableness  of  return  of  water  company,  see  Return,  336-344. 
Right  of  company  to  serve  water  outside  of  corporate  limits  of  town, 

see  .Si'3ViCE,  4. 
Power  of  California  Commission  to  require  water  company  to  re- 
sume service  within  city  of  San  Francisco,  see  Service,  34. 
Water  company  not  to  require  purchase  of  water  right  as  cendition 

precedent  to  service,  see  Service,  63. 
Service  connections  with  water  mains  to  be  made  at  cost  of  utility, 

see  Service,  115,  116. 
Irrigation  company  to  notify  consumers  of  shortage  of  supply  of 

water,  see  Service,  136. 
Irrigation  company  not  to  make  contract  for  sale  of  sur]j>lu8  water 

before  determining  how  much  water  may  be  sold,  see  Service, 

137. 
Effect  of  disputed  title  to  ditch  on  service  of  irrigation  company, 

see  Service,  138. 
Duty  of  patrons  to  conserve  water,  see  Service,  236. 
Service  by  water  company,  see  Service,  generally  and  particiQarly, 

236-243. 
Extension  of  water  service,  see  S:mviOE,  239,  240. 
Purity  of  water  supply,  see  Service,  241. 
Metering  water  for  fire  protection  service,  see  Service,  242. 
Duty  of  utility  to  buy  fire  hydrants  from  municipality,  see  Service, 

243. 
Allowance  for  overhead  expenses  of  water  company,  see  Valuation, 

96. 
No  allowance  for  overhead  expenses  for  municipal  water  plant  in 

absence  of  evidence  thereof,  see  Valuation,  107. 
Consideration  of  water  mains  owned  by  city  in  valuing  property  of 

water  company,  see  Valuation,  164. 
Allowance  for  working  capital  of  water  company,  see  Valuation, 

185,  193,  194. 
Valuation  of  rights  of  way  few  water  mains,  see  Valuation,  243. 
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Annotation  on  apportionment  in  case  of  water  companies,  P.U.R. 
191 9E,  p.  130. 

Annotation  on  depreciation  of  water  plant,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  751; 
P.U.R.1919F,  p.  171. 

Annotation  on  water  rates,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  889;  P.U.R.1919D,  p. 
572;   P.U.R.1919E,  p.  632. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  545; 
P.U.R.1919C,  p.  880;   P.U.R.1')19F,  p.  143. 

Annotation  on -service  by  water  company,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  346; 
P.U.R.1919E,  p.  293. 

WATERED   STOCK. 

Invested  capital  rather  than  securities  issued  as  basis  of  return, 
see  Retubn,  19. 

WATERS    AND    WATER    RIGHTS. 

Validity  of  contract  for  free  service  based  on  consideration  of  sur- 
render of  water  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  71. 

Water  company  not  to  require  purchase  of  water  right  as  condition 
precedent  to  service,  see  Service,  63. 

Allowance  for  underground  water  channels,  see  Valuation,  180. 

Valuation  of  water  rights,  see  Valuation,  237-242. 

WATS. 

Apportionment  of  way  and  structure  expenses  of  interurban  rail- 
way, see  Apportionment,  5. 

Expense  of  maintenance  of  way  of  street  railway  company,  see 
Return,  109-111. 

WEAR  AND  TEAR. 

As  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  7,  8, 

WEIGHT. 

\\'eight  to  be  attached  to  unsubstantiated  estimates  as  to  cost  and 
revenues  of  extension,  see  Evidence,  2. 

WELIJS. 

Kecjvless  expenditures  for  drilling^  natural  gas  wells  not  chargeable 
to  consumers,  see  Rates,  289. 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

Original  jurisdiction  of  supreme  court,  see  Ai^v^.al  and  Review,  26. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  contract  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  40,  63. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  service  of  natural  gas  producinjir 
companies  notwithstanding  contracts  with  consumers  and  dis- 
tributing companies,  see  Constitutional  Law,  87. 

Validity  of  statute  forbidding  issuance  of  passes,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  108. 

Construction  of  West  Virginia  ^ti-discrimination  Statute,  see 
Discrimination,  9. 
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Invalidity  of  passes  under  West  Virginia  statute,  see  Dtsgbimina- 

Tiox,  93. 
Delegated  power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  regulate  sale  of 

natural  gas  by  producing  companies  to  distributing  companies 

for  resale  to  consumers,  see  Intesoorpobate  Relations,  3. 
Prohibition  to  restrain  illegal  acts  of  Commission,  see  Prohibition, 

2. 
Operator  of  a  toll  bridge  as  public  utility  under  West  Virginia 

statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  31. 
Power  of  West  Virginia  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  electricity 
.     generated   outside   of   the   state   and   distributed   within,   see 

Rates,  58. 
Validity  of  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  fix  ferry  rates,  see 

Rates,  104. 
Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  service  rendered  outside  of 

state,  see  Rates,  110. 

WHARVES. 

State  regulation  of,  see  Intebstate  Commebce,  16,  23. 

WHAT  THE  TRAFFIC  WII.I.  BEAR. 

Rates  not  to  be  higher  than  what  traffic  will  bear,  see  Return,  157. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  rates,  P.U.R.1&19E,  p.  624. 

WHOLESALE. 

Refusal  to  furnish  wholesale  electric  service  to  some  patrons  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  78. 

Water  company  selling  at  wholesale  to  municipality  only  as  public 
utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  46. 

WILMINGTON. 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  of  City  of  Wilmington,  see 
Paktjes,  2. 

WINTER. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  winter  operation  of 

railroad,  see  Rates,  26. 
Threatened  discontinuaucc  of  heating  service  at  beginning  of  winter 

ns  constituting  an  emergency,  see  Return',  238. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  branch  line  service  during  winter, 

see  Service,  202. 

WIRES  AND  CABLES. 

Ab  basis  of  apportionment  of  telephone  switching  expense  and 
revenues,  see  Apportionment,  20. 

Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  transmission  line  to  con- 
vey power  from  ice  plant  to  water  plant,  see  Certificates  op 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  5.  •  ^ 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  change  from  telegraph  to  telephone 
service^  see  Certificates  of  Convbnienoi;  asd  Necessity,  6. 
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Approval  by  Commission  under  Pennsylvania  statute  of  construc- 
tion by  water  company  of  transmission  line  beyond  chartered 
territory,  see  CEBTiricATBs  or  Convenience  and  NEOEserrr, 
13. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  wire  cross* 
ing  over  railroad,  see  Comkissions,  17. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  wiring  of 
houses  by  electric  company,  see  Commissions,  98. 

Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  Electbicitt;  3-5. 

Change  in  wiring  as  affecting  electric  rates,  see  Rates,  222. 

Telephone  instruments,  branch  lines  and  wires  not  to  be  owned  by 
subscribers,  see  Sebvice,  114. 

Cutting  of  telephone  wires,  see  Sebvice,  217,  218. 

Valuation  of  steam  generating  plant  rendered  obsolescent  by  con- 
struction of  transmission  line,  see  Valuation,  151. 

WISCONSIN. 

Validity  under  Wisconsin  statute  of  anergency  rate  order  in  ab- 
sence of  statutory  emergency,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  20. 

Necessity  of  certificate  of  convenience  in  Wisconsin  for  extension 
into  city  where  utility  is  already  operating  under  local  consent, 
see  Cebtificatbs  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  relieve  street  railway  r»ompany  from 
paving,  sprinkling,  and  other  obligations  imposed  by  city,  see 
Commissions,  31. 

Right  of  street  railway  imder  Wisconsin  statute  to  acquire  properly 
of  interurban  railway,  see  Consolidation,  Mebger,  and  Sale, 
8. 

Acquisition  of  plant  by  municipality,  see  Municipal  Plants,  6-8. 

Acquisition  of  municipal  plant  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see  Munic- 
ipal Plants,  9. 

Definition  of  yard  limits  within  meaning  of  Wisconsin  statute,  see 
Railboads,  8. 

What  constitutes  depot  grounds,  see  Railboads,  9. 

Unauthorized  increase  in  switching  rates  of  another  company  as 
ground  for  increase  in  rates  of  rural  telephone  company  operat- 
ing no  exchange,  see  Rates,  139. 

Telephone  toll  switching  charge  in  Wisconsin,  see  Rates,  366. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  require  gas  company  to  refund 
to  abutting  owners  the  cost  of  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
Repabation,  7. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  consider  efficiency  of  management  in  fixing 
return,  see  Retubn,  11. 

What  constitutes  reasonable  rate  in  Wisconsin,  see  Retubn,  143. 

Power  of  city  under  Wisconsin  statute  to  require  upon  paving 
street,  that  gas  company  lay  laterals  from  main  to  curb,  see 
8ebvice,  117. 

Wisconsin  Commission  not  boimd  by  value  of  property  fixed  in 
judgment  of  the  coiurt  prior  to  statute  creating  the  Commission, 
see  Valuation,  3. 
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Requirement  of  WisconBin  statute  with  reference  to  use  of  utility 
facilities  by  other  utilities,  P.U.R.1919D,  p.  803. 

WORKING  CAPITAL. 

Apportionment  of  working  capital  of  electric  utility,  see  Appob- 

TIONMENT,    16. 
As  not  part  of  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  67. 
Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  181-198. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for,  P.U.R.1919B,  p.  426;   P.U.R.1919E,. 
>.  217. 

wb];t. 

Of  certiorari,  see  Certiorabi. 

Power  of   Idaho    legislature   to   authorize  writ  .of  certiorari   by 
supreme  court  to  review  decisions  of  Commission,  see  Cebtio- 
.    BABI,  1. 
Of  mandamus,  see  Mandamus. 

WRIT  OF  EBBOR. 

See  Appeal  and  Review; 

YARD  IJMIT8. 

Definition  ol  yard  limits  within  meaning  of  Wisconsin  statute^  see 
Railboads,  8. 

ZONES. 

More  zones  on  return  trip  on  intenirban  railway  as  discrimination, 

see  Discrimination,  50. 
Mileage  as  basis  of  inter  urban  railway  rates,  see  Discrhcination, 

61. 
Zone  basis  for  telephone  rates,  see  Discrimination,  69,  70. 
Zone  basis  of  interurban  railway  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  46,  29^ 

272. 
Zone  fares  on  street  railways,  see  Rates,  331-334. 
Zone  charges  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates,  376-379. 
Change  from  flat  rate  to  zone  systemi,  see  Return,  234. 
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LIST  OF  APPEALS,  REHEARINGS, 
AND  MODIFICATIONS 

California. 

Rose,  lie,  191 8C,  p.  128. 

Rehearing  denied,  but  parties  urged  to  come  to  term?  upon  which 
service  may  be  abandoned  (Nov.  12,  1918). 
San  Francisco  V.  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.,  1919A,  p.  427. 

Schedule  of  rates  established  for  water  delivered  to  docks  or  ship- 
ping, where  the  delivery  is  not  through  a  service  and  meter 
for  which  the  owner  of  the  dock  is  responsible  (November  15, 
1918). 
Sierra  k  San  Francisco  Power  Co.,  Re.,  1919B,  p.  667. 

Surcharge  reduced  as  to  large  consumers  (March  12,  1919). 

Colorado. 

Denver  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re,  1919A,  p.  435. 
Rehearing  denied  (July  24,  1918). 

Idaho. 

Boiso  Railway  Co.,  Re,  1919B,  p.  958. 

Petition  for  rehearing  denied   (April  21,  1919). 
Wiseman^  V.  Rupert  Elec.  Co.  1919A,  p.  552. 

Order  modified  so  as  to  harmonize  with  provisions  of  defendant's 
contract  with  the  United  States  government  with  reference  to 
discount  for  prompt  payment  of  bills  (January  4^  1919). 

Illinois. 

Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.,  Re,  1919D,  p.  817. 

Second  block  in  rates  specified  for  general  lighting  service  stated  as 
9  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  gross  instead  of  8  cents  per  kilowatt 
hour  gross  (June  17,  1919). 
First  block  of  the  energy  charge  in  the  schedule  for  optional  large 
light  and  power  service  made  to  read  500  kilowatt  liours  in- 
stead of  800  kilowatt  hours  (July  15,  1919). 
Rockford  City  Traction  Co.,  Re,  1919F,  p.  840. 

On  rehearing,  certain  items  of  property  added  to  to  appraisal,  allow- 
ance for  iVorking  capital  increased,  cash  fares  raised  from  5  to 
6  cents  per  passenger  per  ride  with  corresponding  increases  in 
tickets  and  book  rates  (December  3,  1918). 
Rothschild  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  1910B,  p.  27. 
Order  reaflBrmed  on  rehearing   (Aj)ril  14,  1919). 
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Indiana. 

Chicago,  Lake  Shore  &  South  Bend  R.  Co.,  Re,  1919C,  p.  848. 

Petition  for  rehearing  denied  (May  19,  1919). 
Citizens  Telephone  Co.,  Re,  191 3B,  p.  362. 

Petition  for  rehearing  denied   (April  30,  1919). 

Massachusetts. 

Haverhill  Gas  Lijrht  Co.,  Re,  1918D,  p.  161. 

Limitation  of  increase  in  rates  to  duration  of  the  war  stricken  out 
(June  3,  1919). 
Worcester  v.  Worcester  Gas  Light  Co.,  1919B,  p.  663. 

Time  for  reduction  in  price  of  gas  moved  forward  from  July  1, 1919 
to  l^larch  1,  1920  (May  26,  1919). 

I,  Nebraska. 

Omaha  ft  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re,  19 19 A,  p.  845. 

Motion  to  strike  from  the  order  the  clause:  •'And  this  c*»n««  be 
continued  on  the  application  for  permanent  ratos^  overruled 
t  December  20,  1918). 

New  BUimpshire. 

Exeter,  Hampton  &  Amesbury  Street  Ry.  Co.,  Re,  1919B,  p.  2.51. 

Application  for  rehearing  granted,  but  as  it  was  doubtful  whether 
rehearing  would  ever  be  held  no  date  therefor  was  set  (Jan.  31, 
1919). 

New  Jersey. 

Bridgeton  Elec.  Co.,  Re,  1917F,  p.  205. 

Coal  clause  modified  so  as  to  take  into  consideration  fhe  fact  that 
part  of  the  utility's  current  was  purchased  from  anoth »  t  lity 
who  was  able  to  secure  its  coal  at  a  lower  figure  (November  14, 
1918). 

New  York  First  District. 

New  York  A  Richmond  Gas  Co.,  Re,  1918F,  p.  439. 

Order  consenting  to  mortgage  on  property  and  issuance  of  $1,956,000 
face  value  of  bonds  (December  11,  1918). 
Stadtlander  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.,  1915B,  p.  686. 

Order  reopened  and  discontinued  without  prejudice  (May  3,  1919). 
Standards  for  Testing  Meters  of  Electric  Light  Corporations,  Re,  1917E, 
p.  366. 
Sections  7  and  8  of  the  order  suspended  ( November  29,  1918 ) . 
Order  of  November  29,  1918,  abrogated,  and  sections  8  and  9  of 
original  order  suspended    (February  3,  1919). 
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Subdivision  A  of  Secticm  8  and  subdivision  A  of  Section  d  modified 
by  extending  the  time  within  which  the  meters  must  be  tested 
to  at  least  once  every  thirty  months,  and  at  least  once  in  every 
forty-two  months  respectively   (August  22,  1919). 

William  H.  Jackson  Co.  v.  Edison  Elec.  Ilium.  Co.  1919B,  p.  306. 

'        Application  for  rehearing  denied  (Feb.  18,  1919). 

Oregon. 

Elwood  Logging  Co.  v.  Columbia  &  Nehalem  River  R.  Co.  191'>A,  p.  225. 

Petition  for  modification  of  order  denied  (April  16,  1919). 
Portland  Railway,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re,  1917D,  p.  962. 

Apportionment  of  value  as  between  railway  and  electric  depart* 
ments  modified  (Nov.  19,  1918). 
Portland  Railway,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re,  1919A,  p.  513. 

Rates  on  Oregon  City  line  and  cm  Springwater  Diviflion  modified 
(August  11,  1919). 

Pennsylvania, 

Stoney  v.  Harrisburg  Gas  Co.  1919A,  p.  771. 
Rehearing  denied   (November  20,  1918) • 
P.UJl.1919  Dig.— 36. 
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TABLE  OF  CASES  DIGESTED. 

This  table  after  the  name  of  each  case  gives  (1)  the  volume  and 
page  of  the  report  orf  the  case  in  P.U.R.,  and  also  any  other  reports 
of  the  same  case;  (2)  a  reference  to  the  place  or  places  where  the 
case  is  found  in  this  Digest.  A  heavy  dash  precedes  the  Digest  refer- 
ences. 

With  the  name  of  each  commission  case  there  is,  in  parenthesis,  an 
abbreviation  of  the  name  of  the  state  or  jurisdiction  from  whielt  the 
case  comes. 

See  also  additional  table  of  cases  abstracted  not  fully  reported,  post, 
pp.  603h780. 

A  list  of  Appeals,  Rehearings,  and  Modifications  appears  on  ante,  p. 
559. 

Aandahl  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (N.  D.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  434 

(8.  c.  —  N.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  628) — service,  43,  44,  167. 
Aberdeen  Central  Labor  Council  ▼.  North  Pacific  Public  Service  Co. 

(Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  111— discrim.  48;  return,  311. 
Acker,  M.  ft  C.  Co.  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  278— dSserim.  77,  78;  pub.  util.  5,  44;  service,  67. 
Adair  Teleph.  Co.  y.  New  PhUadelphia  Teleidi.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E, 

961 — service,  218. 
Allen  y.  Boyertown  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  436 — depreciation, 

36;  discrim.  40;  return,  129. 
V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  398  (s.  c.  — 

Cal.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  176  Pac.  466)^pp.  22;   pub.  util.  26. 

27,  47-49. 
Allied  Printing  Trades  Council  y.  Scranton  R.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D, 

133.-K;on8t.  I.  33 ;  rates,  346 ;  valua.  34. 
Alton  Gas  ft  E.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.)  P.U.R.1919B,  16 — rates,  163;  return,  310. 
Altoona  ft  L.  Valley  Electric  R.  Co.,  Bellwood  Chamber  of  Commerce  v. 
American  Indian  Oil  ft  Gas  Co.  ▼.  Le  Flore  County  Gas  ft  E.  Co.  (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1919B,  464 — pub.  util.  53. 
American  R.  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)' P.U.R.1919D,  751 — service,  10,  17,  124. 
Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  648 — service,  3,  125. 
State  ex  reL  Caldwell  v. 
American  Steel  ft  Wire  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    See  National  Tube 

Co.  V.  Baltimore  &;  O.  R,  Co. 
American  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919B, 

80— discrim.  43,  54,  56;  rates,  146,  159,  297-302,  312. 
Anderson  ▼.  Indiana  General  Service  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  652 — re- 
turn, 297. 
y.  St.  touis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  6 — crossings, 

4,  13,  14,  23,  24,  31. 
Andrews  v.  BeU  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  527 — rates,  356. 

663 
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Angelina  &  N.  River  R.  Co.  ▼.  Railroad  Commission  (Tex.  Civ.  App.> 

P.U.R.1919E,  464  (s.  c.  -  Tex.  av.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  703) 

app.  41;  ev.  6;  orders,  1;  service,  168,  173;  tr.  1. 

Appalachian  Power  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D,  286 — apport.  25; 
const.  1.  63;  depreciation,  31;  pnb.  ntil.  29;  rates,  58,  110;  re- 
turn, 106,  303,  349;  valua.  33,  137,  141,  171,  195,  227. 

A.  R.  6.  Bus  C    ,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  232 — moiiop.  14. 

Arizona  Corp.  C    amission,  Re  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919E,  556— ^connoL  6. 

Arizona  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  060 — pi.  7;  rates,  67, 
111. 

Arkadelihia  Mill.  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  (U.  S.  Sup. 
Ct.)  P.U.H.191DC,  VlO  (8.  c  249  U.  S.  134,  63  L.  ed.  617,  39 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  237) — app.  30,  65,  69-62;  const.  1.,  28;  inj.  6,  6; 
inters,  com.  8;  parties,  10;  reparation,  8. 

Arlington  Teleph.  Co^  Re  (Neb.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  880 — ^return,  366. 

Ascher  Bros.  ▼.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  806-— 
discrim.  7. 

As>»land  v.  SchuykiU  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  388 — ^rates,  1. 

Ashland  Light,  Power  &  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  666 — 
return,  208. 

Assets  Realizing  Kines  Corp.  ▼.  Atdiison^  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Oal.)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  398 — urates,  310. 

Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Assets  Realizing  Miaes  Corpi.  t* 
California  Adjustment  Co.  y, 

V.  $Ute  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R,1919E,  68  (a.  c  — Okla.  — ,  180 
;  Pac.  849) — app.  46;  commissions,  44,  67;  fines,  4» 

Athens  Electric  Light  Plant,  HiU  ▼. 

Atld^ison,  State  ez  r^  Electric  Co.  ▼. 

Atlantic  City  Suburban  Gas  ft  Fuel  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  1000 — 
return,  102. 

Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  UtiUty  Comrs.  (S.  J.  Err.  ft 
App.)  P.U.R.1919C,  489  (s.  c.  92  I{.  J.  L.  168,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  104 
Atl.  218— const.  L  100;  f ranch.  6,  6;  municipalities,  1;  rates, 
15. 

Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Cpmrs.  v. 

Ault,  Farmers  Electric  ft  P.  Co.  v. 

Aurora,  E.  ft  C.  R.  Co.,  South  Elgin  ▼. 

Auto  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  627 — autos.  6. 

Baltimore  ft  0.  R.  Co.,  Cambria  Steel  Co.  y. 
National  Tube  Co.  v. 

Baltimore  ft  P.  R.  Co.,  Leiper  v. 

Bamberger  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  64 — urates,  316. 

Bassett  v.  Merchants  Heat  ft  Light  Co.  (Ind.)*P.U.R.1919C,  475— rates, 
140,  148,  156.  i 

Batavia  Chamber  of  Conunerce  v.  United  States  R.  Administration^- 
Lehigh  Vall'^y  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  453 — in- 
ter cor  p.  rel.  4. 

Bayonce,  Kearny  y. 
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Bay  State  Street  S.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJLIOIOA, 
817 — rates,  345;  return,  288-296. 
Re.    See  Union  Street  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Bean  v.  Belgrade  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  977— depreciation,  1, 

38;  discrim.  37,  76;  return,  136,  305;  service,  1;  valua.  26. 
Bear  River  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919F,  962 — ^return, 

350. 
Beaver  v.  Beaver  Coimty  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  894— const,  h 

38. 
Beaver  County  Light  Co.,  Beaver  v. 
Beaver  Valley  Water  Co.  v.  New  Brighton  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  18 — 

rates,  28,  114,  382,  402. 
Bedford-Fulton  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Chapmans  Run  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  911 — ^monop.  7. 
Belgrade  Power  Co.,  Bean  v. 

BeUefonte  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  67 — service,  151. 
Belleville,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  873— crossings,  6. 

V.  East  St  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co.     See  East  St.  Louis  &  Su- 
burban R.  Co.,  Re. 
Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Andrews  v. 
Bellwood  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Altoona  &  L.  Valley  Electric  R.  Co. 

(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B.  918— discrim.  61;  rates,  274. 
Belt  Line  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)   P.UJ1.1919D,  56— const.  1. 

89;  service,  28-30,  106,  200,  201. 
Bergen  Aqueduct  Co.,  Re  IN.  J.)  P.U.RJ919F,  51«-<K>nsol.  4. 
Big  {^ringt  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Utah)    P.UJ1.1919F,  946— -depreciation, 

33;  rates,  234;  service,  113. 
Bilusich  V.  United  Natural  Gas  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  790 — s^vioe, 

139-141. 
Bingham  ft  6.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919A,  662 — urates,  291. 
Binghamton  R.  Co.,  Westinghouse  Electric  ft  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

791— depreciation,  7,  15,  23,  60;   rates,  376;  return,  81,  323; 

valua.  14,  205. 
T.  Southern  BeU  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.  Sup.  Ot.)  P.U.R.1919F, 

250  (s.  c.  —  Ala.  — ,  82  So.  519) — app.  4;  oert.  2,  3. 
Bismarck  Gas  Co.  v.  District  Ct.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  394  (s.  c 

—  N.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  878) — ^rates,  191. 
BlackhaR  r.  PubHe  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  907— commissions, 

38. 
Black  Hawk  Caal  Co.,  Gtnntin  v. 
Blackledge  v.  Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919D,  211 

— consol.  7;  const.  1.  10,  88;  orders,  7;  service,  52. 
Blevins,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.r.R.1919F,  58 — monop.  11. 
Blias  V.  Spriagfield  ConsoL  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.:919F.  176 — service, 

109. 
Bloomer  Eteotric  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJ^1919B,  481 — ^valua. 

64,  100,  226. 
Bluefield  v.  Bluefleld  Waterworks  ft  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

790 — return,  54,  82. 
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Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.,  Re.     See  Blueiield  v.  Bluefield 

Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co. 
Bluefield  v. 
Bluff  Street  Fuel  &  Feed  Co.  v.  Interurban  R.  Co.  (Towa)  P.U.R.1919F, 

259 — rates,  317. 
Bluffton  Municipal  Light  &  Waterworks,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJL1919E,  117 — 

apport.  42,  43;  depreciation,  66;  return,  38;  valua.  11,  107,  166. 
Boise  City  v.  Boise  Gas,  Light,  &  Coke  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919E,  742 — 

rates,  107,  252,  254. 
Boise  Gas,  Light,  &  Coke  Co.,  Boise  City  v. 

Boise  R.  Co.,  Re   (Idaho)   P.U.R.IOIOB,  958 — ^return,  134;   service,  97, 
Boliver  v.  Empire  Gas  &  F.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.)  P.U.R.1919C,  115 

rates,  174;  return,  317. 
Boonville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  848— discrim.  4,  41;  re- 
turn, 334. 
Boothbay  Harbor,  Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v. 
Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1919A,  326 

depreciation,  18;  r.  r.  2. 
Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1919C,  660 

commissions,  9;  consol.  3;  secur.  iss.  7,  8. 
Claremont  R.  &  Lighting  Co.  v, 
Hampden  R.  Corp.  v. 
Keene  Electric  R.  Co.  v. 
Boston  Consol.  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Oomrs.)  P.U.II. 

1919A,  699 — ^return,  25. 
Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Oomrs.)   P.UJL1919E,  683 — winter- 

Corp.  rel.  6. 
Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.,  Sands  v. 
Bowers  v.  Spring  Hill  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  951^-commi88ion8, 

50;  discrim.  84,  35;  rates,  171. 
Boyce  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R1919F,  532 — service,  70. 
Boyertown  Electric  Co.,  Allen  v. 
Bo3niton,  Re.    See  King,  Re. 
Bradbum,  Cook  v. 
Bramel,  Freeman  v. 
Brazil  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  253— depreciation,  44;  return^ 

313;  secur.  iss.  33. 
Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  810 — service,  38. 
V.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  579 — 

damg.  1;  electr.  2. 
Breitenbecker  &  P.  Sugar  Co.  v.  Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.  (Ostl.)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  681— -const.  1.  73;  return,  2. 
Brigham  City  Municipal  Corp.,  Re    (Utah)    P.U.R.1919E,  339— depre- 
ciation, 8,  16,  40;  discrim.  5;  return,  35. 
Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  430 — rates,  207. 

Rossomagno  v. 
Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919A,  377 — 

ev.  3,  4. 
Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R. IDIOB,  49 — rates,  92. 
Public  Service  Commission  v. 
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Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 

Brooks  V.  Eastport  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  30 — rates*,  3^5,  394. 

Brooks-Scanlon  Co.  y.  Railroad  Commission  (La.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
1  (a.  c.  144  La.  1086,  81  So.  727) — app.  25;  return,  197;  serv- 
ice, 5,  148. 
,  BrootUet  v.  Liberty  Bay  Transp.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.UJL1919B,  109 — serv- 
ice, 185. 

Brownyille*&  W.  Water  Co.,  Thombs  ▼. 

Buck  V.  Judge  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  458— commissions,  39,  40; 
f ranch.  3;  orders,  8;  procedure,  11;  rates,  251;  return,  159. 

Buddey  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  643 — rates,  38,  295. 

Bullock,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  900 — return  224. 

Burkle  v.  Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  674 — service,  217, 
219,  223,  224,  229. 

Burleson,  Erie  County  v. 
Hoffman  v. 

Railroad  Comrs.  v.  * 

State  ex  rel.  Smith  ▼. 
Tanenbaum  v. 

Burr  V.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fla.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  678  (s. 
c.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  464) — ^rates,  319;  stat.  1,  3. 

Business  Men's  League  ▼.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  688 — 
service,  158. 

By-Products  Coke  Corp.  ▼.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  964— commissions,  41. 

CaUfon  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919^,  421 — urates, 

98. 
California  Adjustment  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Oal.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  528  (s.  c.  —  Cal.  — ,  175  Pac.  682)— const.  L  101; 

discrim.  57-59;  reparation,  2,  3,  6. 
California-Oregon  Power  Co.,  Webb  Bros.  Co.  v. 

California  Vineyards  &  Improv.  Co.,  Re.    See  Harris  v.  California  Vine- 
yards &  Improv.  Co. 
Harris  v. 
Callicoon  Independent  Electric  Co.,  Persbacker  v. 
Cambria  Steel  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  229 — 

reparation,  4,  9,  10. 
Cape  Girardeau  Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  858 — discrim. 

68,  71;  rates,  348,  379. 
Cape  Girardeau  Northern  R.  Co.,  Hinkle-Statler  Mercantile  Co.  v. 
Cape  May  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (X.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  46 — paym.  6,  15. 
CapiUl  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  692 — rates,  53;  return,  52, 

333;  valiia.  44. 
Capital  Traction  Co.,  Re   (D.  C.)   P.U.U.1919F,  779 — depredation,  28, 
^  return,  18;   service,  62;  valua.  5a,  13,  31,  80,  88-90,  94,  102, 

103,  113,  120,  128,  134,  143-145,  153-158,  175,  176>  190,  191, 

208,  214,  244. 
Carlucci,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  704 — autos.  7. 
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Carnegie  St  el  Co.  v.  Peimsylvaiiia  R.  Co.     See  National  Tube  Go.  y. 

Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co. 
Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.»  Hears  v. 
Catasauqua,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  48 — ^momop.  27. 
Central  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  547 — secur.  iss.  34. 
Central  Hudson  Gas  &  £.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJL1919A,  886 —  , 
discrim.  76;  rates,  219. 
Gas  Consumers  v. 
Gas  Purchasers  v. 
Central  Illinois  Light  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919A,  673 — service,  121. 
Central  Illinois  PubUc  Service  Co.,  Re   (111.)   P.UJt.l919B,  833 — ^puib. 
util.  46. 
Re  (111.)  P.U.R.919D,  806 — return,  179. 
Re   (111.)    P.U.R.1919E,  919 — return,  158. 
Farmersville  Co-op.  Elevator  Co.  v.  ' 
Jerseyville  v. 
Livingston  v.  ' 

Richards  v. 
Central  States  Gas  Co.,  Chamber  of  Commerce  ▼• 

Yincennee  v. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919A,  679 
——commissions,  60;  const.  1.  33;  discrim.  6;  reparation,  1. 
V.  West  Chester  Street  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  130— const.  L 
63;  rates,  103. 
Champaign  &  U.  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.UJI.I919B,  798— depreciation, 
17,  70;   discrim.  32;   paym.  3;   rates,  7;   return,.  61,  64,  176, 
343;   service,  81;   valua.  10,  12,  72,  117,  119,  164,  168,  169, 
186,  211. 
Chainnans  Run  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Bedford-Fulton  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Charleston  v.  Public  Service  Commission   (W.  Va.  Gt.  App.)   P.U.R. 

1919D,  792  (8.  c.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  a  E.  63) — app.  19,  26. 
Chatham  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  States  Metals  Co.  v. 
Chicago,  Stein  v. 

Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Dwyer  y. 
Harrison  County  v. 
V.  Ochs  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  498  (s.  c.  249  U.  S.  416,  63 

L.  ed.  679,  39  Sup.  a.  Rep.  343)— const.  1.  17,  18,  21. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL  Atwood-Davis  Sand  Co.  ▼. 
Winner  Mill  Co.  v. 
Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  268 — ^rates,  142,  823; 
return,  87,  210,  264;  service,  65. 
Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  685— commissions,  80, 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Daliell  v. 
Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Public  UtiUtiea  Commission  t« 

Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Chicago,  L.  is.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  848 — rates,  149, 
177;    return,  29.  II 

Comwell  ▼. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1919B,  704 — service. 
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Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Commercial  Club  ▼. 

T.  Lake  County   (Dl.)   P.U.R.1919D,  171— <xmtt.  1.  107. 
'    State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL  AlMs  Brick  Co.  ▼. 
Chicago  Motor  Bus  Co.  v.  Chicago  Stage  Co.  (DL  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.I1.1919D, 

157  (B.  c.  287  m.  320,  122  N.  B.  477) — app.  IS;  monop.  2. 
.Chicago  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1019D,  678— deprtcia       i,  6:  rates,  81; 

return,  21,  168,  221;  valua.  43,  74,  86,  108,  116,  130,  131,  201, 

228,  234. 
Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Iowa  State  Mfrs.  Asso.  ▼• 

▼.  SUte  (Okla.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919A,  386  (s.  c.  —  Okla.  — ,  176 

Pae.  199) — service,  41. 
T.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  443  (s.  c.  —  Okla.  —,  180 

Pac.  260)— service,  16. 
▼.  SUte  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R,1919D,  446  (s.  c.  —  Okla.  — ,  180 

Pac.  246) — ^inters,  com.  12. 
•  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.,  Commercial  Club  v. 
Chicago,  S.  B.  ft  N.  I.  R.  Co.  v.  South  Bend  (Ind.)  P.UJl.19190,  859 — 

service,  188. 
Chicago  Stage  Co.,  Chicago  Motor  Bus  Co.  v. 

Chicago  Teleph.  Co.,  State  Public  tJtilities  Commission  ez  rel.  Stein  v. 
Chico  Vecino  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  971 — service,  112. 
Churchill  Lumber  Co.,  Detroit  ft  M.  R.  Co.  v. 
Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.IL1919C, 

119   (8.  c.  98  Ohio  St.  320,  3  A.L.R.  705,  121  N.  E.  688) — 

const.  1.  81;  f ranch.  1,  2;  rates,  124,  190. 
Citizens  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  727— eecur.  iss.  1;  valua.  63. 
Citisens  Independent  Xeleph..Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  458 — orders,  9. 
Citisens  Natural  Gas,  (HI,  ft  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R1919C,  362^- 

commissions,  28,  46;  monop.  18. 
Citizens  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,  362— <depreciation,  10; 

valua.  118. 
Citizens  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  623— const.  1.  61;  discrim. 

87;  pub.  uta.  19;  rates,  282-284;  return,  74;  service,  63. 
Claremont  Gaslight  Co.,  WiUdns  v. 
Claremont  R.  ft  Lighting  Co.  v.  Boston  ft  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

997— crossings,  20. 
Claremont  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  412 — secur.  iss.  29. 
Clark  V.  Tulare  Lake  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  976 — pub.  util.  18. 
Cleveland,  Cleveland  Telei^.  Co.  v. 
Qeveland,  C.  C.  ft  St  L.  R.  Co.  v.  East  St.  Louis  Light  ft  P.  Co.  (111.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  930 — rates,  24. 
Public  Service  Commission  v. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Alton  Bd.  of  Trade  ▼• 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ez  rel.  Bd.  of  Trade  v. 
Cleveland   Electric  Illuminating   Co.,  Re    lOhio)    P.n.R.1919A,   602 — 

depreciation,  32;  rates,  32,  120,  136,  227;  return,  308. 
Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Cleveland   (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919C,  136 

(s.   c.  98  Ohio   St.   358,   121   N.   E.   701)— const.   1.   97,   106; 

rates,  5, 11. 
Coast  Valleys  Gas  ft  E.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.XJ.K.1919E,  246— commissions, 

36;  secur.  iss.  17. 
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Coburn  S.  B.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  71 — service,  99. 

Cochranton  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Petroleum  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

lOiaE,  738  (B.  c.  263  Pa.  506,  107  Atl.  23)— consoL  9. 
Coeur  d'Alene  v.  Spokane  &  I.  £.  R.  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  966— 

crossings,  10. 
College  Corner  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Tnd.)  P.U.R.1919B,  604-^rate8,  67. 
Collingswood,  Collingswood  Sewerage  Co.  v. 
CoUingswood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  Collingswood   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919B,  686 

(s.  c.  --  N.  J.  — ,  105  Atl.  209)— const.  L  34. 
Colonial  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Manchester  v. 
Colorado  Midland  R.  Co.,  Colorado  Midland  Shippers  Asso.  v. 

Park^  County  v. 
Colorado  Midland  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co.    See  Park 

County  V.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co. 
Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co.    See 

People  ex  rel.  Hubbard  v.  Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co. 
Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co.,  Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 

People  ez  rel.  Hubbard  v. 
Columbia  &  N.  River  R.  Co.,  Elwood  Logging  Co.  v. 
Columbus,  Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v. 

Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  Columbus  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R. 
*  1919D,  239   (8.  c.  249  U.  S.  399,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  63  L.  ed.  «60, 

39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  349)— contr.  1,  2;  cts.  6 grates,  133,  192. 
Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  52   (8.  c.  —  S.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  149) — return,  201; 
service,  11,  178. 
V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
417  (8.  c.  —  Minn.  — ,  171  N.  W.  312) — const.  L  16;  service, 
45,  162,  163. 
Common  Pleas  Ct.,  State  ex  rel.  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Com.,  Southern  R.  Co.  v. 

ez  rel.  Clifton  Forge,  Virginia- Western  Power  Co.  v. 
Commonwealth  Edisctn  Co.,  Ascher  Bros.  v. 
Federal  Steel  Fixture  Co.  v. 
Rothschild  v. 
Commuters  v.  Rochester  &  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  743 

— rates,  276,  277. 
Concord  &  M,  Electric  Branch,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.UJL1»19B,  38 — discrim. 
50;  rates,  271,  341. 
Hooksett  School  Bd.  v. 
Connecticut  Co.,  Re  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  646— -commissions,  20. 

Re    (Conn.)    P.U.R1919A,   161 — depreciation,   48;   rates,  268-270; 

return,  227,  264. 
Re  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  107 — commissions,  14;  st.  r.  2,  3. 
Connecticut  Valley  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UIL 

1919A,  583— service.  204. 
Consolidated  Gas  Co.,  Re  (X.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  542 — acctg.  9. 
Consolidated  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Consolidated  Pub.  Utilities  Co.,  Westminster  v. 
Consolidated  Water  Co.,  Coudersport  v. 
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Consumers'  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Durant  v. 

Cook  V.  Bradburn  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  684 — discrim.  22;  rates,  93. 

Comwell  V.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  364 — 

.  discrim.  36;  rates,  150,  296. 
Coodersport  v.  Consolidated  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  196— return, 

340;  service,  236;  valua.  1,  110,  140,  206,  237. 
Crandon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  960 — rates.  368. 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  660 — 

rates,  338,  340;  return,  3. 
Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  966 — service^  78,  80. 
Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  State  ez  rel.  Collins  ▼. 
Customers  ▼.  Newfane  Electric  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  220 — 

discrim.  10. 

Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.,  State  ez  reL  Payne  v. 

▼.  SUte  6z  rel.  Payne  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.191J)D,  717  (s.  c.  2o0 

U.  S.  163,  63  L.  ed.  910,  4  A.L.R.  1623,  39  bup.  Ct.  Rep.  507) 

— cts.  6;  rates,  42;  teleph.  3,  4. 
Dallas,  GiU  v. 

DalzeU  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  801 — service,  147. 
Davis   V.   Idaho   Power   Co.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1919B,   824— discrim.    04: 

rates,  169. 
Decatur  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  258 

— service,  220. 
De  Kalb  v.  lUinois  Northern  UtiUties  Co.   (111.)   p!u.R.1919A,  261 — 

service,  58. 
Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (X.  J.)  P.U.R.1919A,  860— consol.  1. 
Delaware  &'H.  Co.,  Granville  v. 

Denver  &  Interurban  R.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  435— service,  192. 
Denver  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.,  Englewood  v. 

Denver,  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  9 — service,  92,  100-102. 
Detroit,  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v. 
Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Churchill  Lumber  Co.    See  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co. 

V.  Fletcher  Paper  Co. 
▼.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.   (U.   S.  Sup.   Ct.)    P.U.R.1919A,  787    (s.  c. 

248  U.  S.  30,  63  L.  ed.  107,  39  Sup.  a.  Rep.  13) — app.  34; 

const.  1.  7,  13. 
▼.  Island  Mills  Lumber  Co.     See  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Fletcher 

Paper  Co. 
▼.  Michigan  Veneer  Co.    See  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Fletcher  Paper 

Co. 
v.  Richardson  Lumber  Co.     See  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Fletcher 

Paper  Co. 
Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Detroit   (U.  8.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919A,  929, 

(s.  c.  248  U.  S.  429,  63  L.  ed.  341,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  151) — 

const.  1.  15,  31;  rates,  326. 
District  Ct.,  Bismarck  Gas  Co.  v. 
Doherty  &  Co.  v.  Toledo  R.  &  Light  Co.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

230   (s.  c.  264  Fed.  597) — cts.  9;   franch.  7;   inj.  8;  return. 

147,  246. 
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Donluun  v.  Public  Service  Commistioii  (MaBg.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919G^ 
880  (8.  c.  232  Mass.  309,  122  N.  £.  397)— -app.  54;  const.  L 
14;  rates,  101,  144,  336;  return,  130. 

Dover  v.  Dover,  S.  &  R.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919F,  178— com- 
missions, 51. 

Dover,  S.  ft  R.  Street  R.  Co.,  Dover  ▼. 

DozsUder  v.  Sovthem  Elkhom  Tel^li.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.UJL1919F,  314—^ 
pub.  util.  15;   service,  230. 

Drewes  v.  Public  Service  CommisAioiL  See  Kodin  v.  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Duqueme  Light  Co.,  Ktein-Logan  Co.  ▼. 

Durast  v.  Consumers'  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  46 
(s.  c  —  Okla.  —,  177  Pac  361)— const.  1.  60;  rates,  26. 

Dwight  V.  Lyon  &  Hoag  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  619 — ^pub.  util.  26;  service, 
34,  107. 

Dwyer  v.  Chicago  &  H.  W.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sirp.  a.)  P.U.R.1910D,  448 
(s.  c.  —  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  760) — app.  42;  const.  1.  6;  cross- 
ings, 29. 

Dyer  v.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJR.1919D,  128— com- 
missions, 15. 

Dykes  v.  FUnagan  &  D.  Teleph.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919F,  36 — pub.  utU. 
/    14. 

Eagle  Teleph.  Co.»  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  842 — ^return,  365. 

Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Xamaqua  v. 

Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)   P.UJEL1919C,  687 — rates, 
337,  347. 
Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  640— depreciation,  4;  rates,  330;  service, 
205. 

Bast  PitUburgh  v.  PennsylvanU  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919F,  631— 
const.  1.  39;  discrim.  13. 

Eastport  Water  Co.,  Brooks  v. 

East  St.  Louis  &  Suburban  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  916 — proced- 
ure, 3;  rates,  168,  180,  265;  return,  144,  216. 
B^eviUe  v. 

East  St  Louis  Ught  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.)  P.UJL1919E,  379— const.  L  75; 
pub.  util.  52. 
Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.  ▼. 

East  St.  Louis  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  24— depreciation,  11; 
return,  112;  service,  74;  valua.  84,  93,  106,  126-127,  138,  142, 
148,  165,  170,  172,  186. 

Baton  V.  Farmers  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  744— commis- 
sions, 42;  discrim.  25;  paym.  18. 

Edina  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  515— depreciation,  39;  rates, 
164;  return,  298.  • 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  £.  L.  Comrs.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  121 — service,  122. 
Jacks'^n  Co.  v. 

Egg  Harbor  City  Water  Co.,  Loder  ¥• 
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Slectik  Ctnttr.  &  Optrmtioa,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  643— electr.  1. 
Slmira  Water,  Li^bt  &  R.  Co.,  Horseheads  Transp.  Protectiye  Asso.  v. 
Shroed  Locsini^  Ce.  v.  Celvmbia  ^  N.  River  R.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

225— diacrim.  38. 
Empire  Gaa  A.F.  Co.,  Bolivar  ▼.   * 

TerttoftT. 
Empire  Rice  MiH.  Co.  ▼.  Railroad  Commisaioii  (La.  Sup.  Ot)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  575  (8.  c  143  La.  1036,  79  So.  833) ^-commissions,  64; 

cts.  3;  senrice,  180-182. 
•  Empire  Stata  R.  Corp.,  Osweg»  ▼. 
Eaglewood  y.  Denver  At  S.  P.  R.  Co.  ^U.  S.  Sup.  Oty  P.U.IL1919B,  638 

(a.  c.  248  U.  S.  294,  65  L.  od.  253,  39  Snp.  Ct  Bejp.  100) — app. 

27;  rates,  129. 
Enloe,  Memphia  v. 

J^e  Conaty  v.  Bttrleaon  (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.)  P.U.R.1919C,  498— diserim.  15. 
Eureka  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  144— Kiiscnm.  26. 
EvansviUe  Suburban  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919P,  606     rates, 

145,  263. 
Saeter,  fl.  &  A.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.UJa.l919B,  251 — return, 

203;  service,  93-95,  105. 

Fasan  v.  FUUbvrsh  Transp.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  990— antes.  11. 

Pall  River  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mass.  Sup.  C)t.)  P.U.R.1919C, 
992  (8.  c  2S2  Mass.  329,  122  N.  E.  406) — app.  33. 

Fairmont  v.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.    See  Morgaatowm  v.  Hope  Natural 
Gm  Co. 

Farmers'  ^  M.  Mut.  Tele^  Co,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  971 — service, 
16. 

Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1910F,  691 — secur.  iss.  2, 
19-22. 

Famexs  Electric  A  P.  Co.  v.  Ault  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  371— commis- 
sions, 24;  mun.  plant,  4;  pub.  util.  9. 

Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919D,  769— dis- 
erim. 24;  valua.  18,  132,  160. 
Blackledge  v. 

Fanners  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Eaton  v. 

Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  763 — service,  59,  60,  227; 
valua.  163. 
▼•  Versailles  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  29— commissions,  33; 
service,  232,  233;  teleph.  1. 

Farmers  Teleph.  Ezch.  Co.,  Mountain  View  v. 

Farmersville  Co-op.  Elevator  Co.  v.  Central  Illinois  Pab.  Service  Co. 
(HI.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  836 — service,  65,  85. 

Farr  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1919E,  361— diserim.  55. 

Federal  Steel  Fixture  Co.  v.  Commonwealth  Ediaon  Co.   (HI.)   P.U.R 
1919D,  483— ^intxsedure,  5,  6;  rates^  221. 

Fisher  v.  Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJL1919E,  683 — 
service,  24. 
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FishkiU  FVctric  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1 — retiini, 

163. 
Fitzgitbons  v.  United  States  R.  Administration  (N.  Y.  ^  Dist.)  P.U.R. 

1019E,  434 — r.  r.  10. 
Flanagan  &  D.  Teleph.  Co.,  Dykes  v. 
Fleetwood  &  K.  Electric  Lirht,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Metropolitan  Bdison 

Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  781— discrim.  8. 
Fletcher  Paper  Co.,  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v. 
Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.,  Burr  v. 

V.  State  <Fla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  475  (s.  e  —  FIft.  — ,  82  So./ 

136)-— const.  1.  91.  - 

Fond  Du  Lac  Rural  Teleph.  Co^  Re   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  664 — rates, 

139;  return,  335. 
Foothill  Ditch  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  370 — secur.  iss.  13. 
Ft.  Wayne  &  N.  I.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919C,  648 — rates, 

281. 
Four  Lakes  Teleph.  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Hilton  ▼. 
Frazee,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 

Frazer  v.  Stanford  Water  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  663 — p^b.  utll.  16. 
Freeman  v.  Bramel    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919C,   520-— <li scrim.   66;    rates,   33, 

362.  1 

Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  382— const.  1.  69- 

72;  estop.  2;  pub.  util.  35,  45:  rates,  285,  286. 
Fresno  Intcrurban  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  684 — service,  96. 
Frost,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  660 — autos.  8. 
Fryeburg  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919C,  361  (s.  c.  —  N. 

H.  —,  106  Atl.  226) — secur.  iss.  12. 
Fuhrmann  v.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.    See  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co., 

Re. 
Fnllington  Auto  Bus  Co.,  v.  Milligan  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  215 — autos.  12. 
Fulton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  854 — depreciation,  57;  dis- 

crim.  72;  return,  324;  service,  228;  valua.  213. 

Gaffey,  Joyner  v. 

Galesburg  R.  Li?:hting  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.)  P.U.R.1919E,  502 — service,  7. 

Gallaher  v.  Southern  New  England  Teleph.  Co.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919A, 
151 — discrim.  69,  70;  rates,  377,  378. 

Galveston,  H.  &  S.  A.  R.  Co.,  Jeff  Bland  Lumber  &  Bldg.  Co.  v. 

Ganser  v.  Hillsboro  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1910E,  672 — r.  r.  8,  9. 

Garden  Home  Waterworks,  Re  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  121 — discrim.  74; 
pub.  util.  6;  rates,  386;  service,  110;  valua.  22. 

Garviloch,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 

Gas  Consumers  v.  Central  Hui'son  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.XJ.R. 
1919E,  294 apport.  4:  return,  207;  valua.  187. 

Gas  Purchasers  v.  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  £.  Co.  See  Gad  Consumers  v. 
Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co. 

Gas  Rate  Schedules,  Re  (X.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  722 — rates, 
247. 

Genntin  v.  Black  Hawk  Coal  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  687 — commis- 
sions, 22. 

Georgia  Pub.  Service  Corp.,  Union  Dry  Goods  Co.  v. 
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Georgia  R.  &  Power  Co.  ▼.  Railroad  Commission  (Ga/  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  546  (8.  c.  —  Ga.  — ,  5  A.L.R.  1,  98  S.  E.  696) — urates  87, 

88,  125. 
Gibbons  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919C,  680 — 

fines,  3. 
Gill  ▼.  Dallas  (Tex.  Civ.  App.)  P.U.R.1919C,  700  (s.  c.  —  Tex.  Civ.  App. 

— ,  209  S.  W.  209) — autos.  2;  const.  1.  4,  8,  96,  104. 
Glendale,  Marr  y. 

Globe  Grain  &  Mill.  Co.,  Re  (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  750^ — commissions,  21. 
Gothenburg  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Neb.)    P.U.R.1919F,  681— depreciation, 

20;  valua*  29. 
Graham  v.  Ocean  Shore  Land  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  662 — pub.  util. 

41. 
Granite  City  Gaslight  &  Fuel  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
GranvUle  v.  DeUware  &  H.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.K.lfll9B,  718 — 

commissions,  63;  service,  12. 
▼.  Granville  Electric  &  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919C,  640 — 

const.  1.  37. 
Granville  Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  Granville  v. 
threat  Northern  R.  Co.,  Aandahl  t. 

Whitefish  v. 
Grossberg  v.  Union  Elev.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  23 — service,  8. 
Groton  v.  Groton-Femey  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  894 — 

consol.  6;  const.  1.  24;  monop.  1;  service,  222. 
Groton-Femey  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Groton  ¥• 
Guilford-Chester  Water  Co.,  La  Place  v. 

Hackensack  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919F,  342 — ^return,  132. 

Hall,  State  ex  r^l.  Shields  v. 

Halstead,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  676 — ^autos.  21. 

Hamburg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  968 — ^reparation,  5y  re- 
turn, 45. 

Hammond '  Waterworks,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  180 — acctg.  14;  de- 
preciation, 50;  disciim.  11,  30;  return,  33,  34.  253;  valua.  200. 

Hampden  R.  Corp.  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.IOIOK,  964  (s. 
c.  233  Mass.  411,  124  X.  E.  254) — leases,  1. 

Hampton  Waterworks  Co.,  Munsey  v. 

Hardeman  v.  Purcell  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  307 — appovt. 
22,  23;  return,  346. 

Harris  v.  California  Vineyards  &  Improv.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.K.1919F,  516 
— pub.  util.  24. 

Harrisburg  Gas  Co.,  Stoney  v. 

Harrison  County  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919D,  179 — 
crossings,  3,  12. 

Hartford,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1910F,  216 — rates,  231;  return,  86,  37. 

Harting  v.  Indiana  General  Service  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  840 — serv- 
ice, 133. 

Harvey  v.  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  831 — return,  199. 

Hasty  V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  See  Arkadelphia  Mill.  Co. 
V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co. 
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Heatoa  v.  Waaliinffton  ft  R.  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.B19190,  106 — const.  L 

105;  rates,  60,  100. 
HemphiU  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Gal)  P.U.R.1919F,  539 — senrioe,  136, 

137. 
Henry,  Landis  ▼. 
Hess  T.  United  SUtes  R.  Administratiom   (Pa.)  P.nJL1919B,  311 — 

crossingB,  28. 
HiU  ▼.  Athens  Electric  Light  Plant  (HI.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  304 — rates,  217. 
HUlsboro  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Ganser  v. 
Hillsdale,  Hillsdale  Gaslight  Co.  v. 
Hillsdale  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Hillsdale  (U.  S.  Dist.  CHi.)  P.U.R.1919F,  941  (s. 

c.  258  Fed.  485) — cts.  7;  rates,  126,  193. 
Himrod  SUtlon  v.  PennsylvaniK  R.  Co.  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1 

—— r.  r.  5;  service,  14. 
Hinkle-Statler  Mercantile  Co.  ▼.  Cape  Ghrardeav  Nortlien  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 

P,UJL1919A,  494 — service,  35. 
Hinton  Water,  Light  &  Supi^y  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1919D.  467— 

depreciation,  35,  68;  rates,  158;  return,  30,  193,  304,  344,  348; 

valua.  177. 
Hocking  G^ass  Co.  v.  Ohio  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ohio  Ct.  App.)  P.UJt.l919A, 

496  (s.  c.  —  Ohio  App.  — )^-con8t.  1.  64. 
Hoffman  v.  Burleson  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919C,  538 — rates,  201. 
Holmes  v.  Morris  Run  Coal  Min.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919C,  195— -diserlm. 

33. 
Home  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  t.  Three  Ridge  Teleph.  Co.  (Or.)  P.n.R. 

1919D,  780— discrim.  66;  pub.  util.  7;  rates,  366. 
Homa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJtl919G,  209— depreciation,  59;  re- 
turn, 53,  64,  76,  77,  230;  valua.  65,  101,  181,  204. 
Re  (Va.)  P.U.R.1919A,  243 — rates,  182;  return,  1,  273. 
Hooksett  School  Bd.  v.  Concord  &  M.  Electric  Branch  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  855— discrim.  19. 
Hope  NatuiM  Gas  Co.,  Fairmont  v. 

Morgantown  v. 
Horadieads  Transp.  Protective  Asso.  v.  Elmira  Water,  Light  &  R.  Co. 

(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  44— discrim.  61;  return,  172. 
Horton  v.  Shpnanro  Valley  Electric  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  908 — 

service,  87. 
Hotel  Teleph.  Service  &  Rates,  Re   (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  190 — service,  212. 
Hough  ▼.  West  End  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  211— discrim. 

86;  paym.  14;  service,  209. 
Hudson  VaUey  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  443— discrim. 

52;  rates,  85,  272;  return,  271. 
Huntington  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  PnbUc  Service  Commission  (W. 

Va.  Ct.  App.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  968  (s.  c  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  B. 

285) — parties,  4;  prohibition,  2;  rates,  104. 
HurUdF,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.njtl919D,  936 — monop.  23. 
Hnstifl,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJL1919C,  219— crossings,  18. 
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Hyde  v.  Vincent-Bethel  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.n.R.1919E,  655— discrim. 

23;  pub.  util.  13;  service,  208,  213,  214,  226. 
Hyde  Cdunty  Teleph.  Co.,  Peterson  v. 
Young  V. 

Idaho  Power  Co.,  Davis  v. 

Illinois  Northern  UtiUties  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.K.1019B,  688 — service,  126. 
Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  817 — acctg.  4;  apport.  31;  inj.  4;  return, 

299;  valua.  23,  42,  129. 
Re  (111.)  P.U.I1.1919E,  932 — acctg.  7;  apport.  32;  depreciation,  30; 

return,  108;  valua.  4,  20,  27,  41,  87,  97,  136,  230,  231,  242. 
De  Kalb  v. 
Schiller  Piano  Co.  ▼. 
Independent  Waterworks  Co.,  Re   (Mo.)  'P.UJ1.1919E,  599-— d^recia- 

tion,  67;  discrim.  14;  rates,  29,  383;  return,  341. 
Indiana  General  Service  Co.,  Anderson  v. 

Harting  y. 
Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.UJEL1919B,  968  (s.  c.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  X.  E.  540) — urates,  106, 
306,  307. 
Indianapolis  Traction  &  T.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.n.R.1919B,  152 — rates,  342; 
return,  61,  66,  177,  180,  186,  225,  226,  268;  service,  186. 
Re  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  278— commissions,  48;  rates,  31;  return, 
9,  10,  85,  123,  232-234,  270. 
Indianapolis  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.It.l919A,  448— depreciation,  65; 
ordtfs,  4;  rates,  2;  return,  68,  59,  64,  70,  96,  105,  145,  245, 
281,  336,  337;  valua.  17,  83,  135,  178,  203. 
International  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  63— autos.  22; 
pub.  iitil.  33. 
Osbo^e  V. 

Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  v. 
T,  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

390  (s.  c.  106  Misc.  293,  174  N.  Y.  Supp.  403)— const.  I.  55. 
v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)   P.U.R.1919F,  355 
(8.  c.  226  N.  Y.  474,  124  N.  E.  123) — urates,  76,  77. 
Interstate  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  175 — ^return,  228. 
Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  686 — const.  1.  65;  discrim.  16;  rates,  152; 
return,  296. 
Interurban  R.  &  Terminal  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Co.  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  212  (s,  c  98  Ohio  St.  287,  3  A.L.R.  696,  120  X. 
E.  831) — const.  1.  84-86;  rates,  86. 
Interurban  R.  Co.,  Bluff  Street  Fuel  &  Feed  Co.  v. 
Interurban  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  800 — service,  19,  210. 
Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.,  Williams  v. 
Iowa  State  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919E, 

252 — rates,  309. 
Iron  River  Water,  Lij^t  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  971 — 
return,  42. 
P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 37. 
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Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  76— -rates, 
141,  181;  return,  23,  64, 124,  247;  valua.  15,  32,  235. 
Fuhrmann  v. 

Island  Mills  Lumber  Co.,  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v. 

Ithaca  Traction  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1919B,  616 — ^return, 
156,  352. 

Jackson  Co.  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co,  (X.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  VJJJL 
1919B,  306 — service,  64. 

J.  &  J.  Rogers  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 

Jeff  Bland  Lumber  &  Bldg.  Co.  v.  Galveston,  H.  &  S.  A.  R.  Co.  (Tex. 
Civ.  App.)  P.U.R.1919E,  444  (s.  c.  —  Tex.  av.  App.  — ,  212 
S.  W.  760) — ^parties,  15;  r.  r.  1.    . 

Jefferaon  &  C.  B.  Telepb.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  650 — deprecia- 
tion, 13,  29;  return,  48,  326. 

Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  710 — ^re- 
turn, 146,  186,  209,  309. 

Jerseyville  v.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R1919A,  256— 
service,  18,  120. 

Joplin,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  842 — const.  1.  66;  crossings,  27. 

Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  171^-const.  1.  33;  return, 
50,  135,  184. 
Re    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919B,  866 — apport.   5-17;   depreciations,   9;   re- 
turn, 26,  43,  73,  121,  316;  valua.  56,  57,  60,  81,  114,  121,  179, 
189.  V 

Johnson  Re.    See  Union  Street  R.  Co.,  Re, 

Jones,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 

Jordon  v.  Peoples  Telepb,  &  Teleg.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919C,  226 — paynu 
11,  12;  rates,  197;  service,  114. 

Joyner  v.  Gaffey  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  357 — service,  238.  # 

Judge,  Buck  v« 
Wickett  ▼. 

Kane  v.  Spring  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919C,  404— depreciation,  69; 

discrim.  29;  rates,  .396,  397;  return,  339;  service,  115,  237,  248| 

valua.  54,  55,  112,  139,  152,  212,  240,  243. 
Kansas  City  v.  Landon.    See  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Landon. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  422  (s. 

c.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  381)— const.  L  33;  cts.  1;  inters,  com. 

21;  rates,  69,  78;  return,  152. 
Kansas  City  Gas  Co.  v.  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.    See  Public  Utilities 

Commission  v.  Landon. 
Kansas  City  R.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.)   P.U.R.1919E,  132 — commissions,  68; 

const.  1.  46;  rates,  61,  166,  167;  return,  249. 
Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJEL1919C,  676 

(s.  c.  —  Okla.  —  178  Pac.  662) — service,  144,  160. 
Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Kansas  City  Gas  Co.  v. 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.)   P.UJ1.1919C,  628 — depreciation,  M; 

discrim.  73;  rates,  361;  return,  268. 
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Kearny  v.  Bayonne  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1910^,  696  (s.  c.  —  N.  J.  Eq.  — ,  107 
Atl.  169) — inj.  1;  mun.  plant,  1-8. 

Keene  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  581 — 
crossings,  21. 

Kelso  Water  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  ▼. 

Kennedy  v.  Tront  Run  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.19190,  949 — urates,  387. 

Kenoslia,  Manufacturers  Asso.  v. 

King,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  377— certif.  conven.  1;  monop.  25. 

Kings  County  Lighting  Co.,  Public  Servide  Commission  v. 

Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.,  Breitenbecker  &  P.  Sugar  Co.  v. 

Kittanning,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.IL1919F,  182 — monop.  28. 

Klein-Logan  Co.  v.  Duquesne  Light  Co.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct)  P.n.R.1910A,  524 
(s.  c.  261  Pa.  526,  104  Atl.  763) — ^rates,  21. 

Knightstown  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  667 — service,  39. 

Koehn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  953  (s.  c.  107  Misc.  151,  176  N.  Y.  Supp.  147) — inter- 
urban  rys.  1;  rates,  68,  73,  79,  131. 

Lake  County,  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  ▼• 

Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL 

Cameron  (U.  8.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  459  (s.  c.  249  U.  S.  422, 
.  63  L.  ed.  684,  39  Sup.  a.  K«p.  345) — app.  29;  const.  1.  19. 
Lamar,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1919C,  309 — ^monop.  26. 
Landis  v.  Henry  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  564 — autos.  5. 
Landon,  Kansas  City  v. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Lansford  y.  Panther  VaUey  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  981 — ^re- 
turn, 149. 
La  Place  ▼.  Guilford-Chester  Water  Co.   (Conn.)   P.U.R.19190,  450^— 

rates,  212,  388,  369;  valua.  16. 
Laporte  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJtl919D,  607- — secur.  iss.  10,  11, 

16,  36. 
La  Salle  v.  Public  Service  Commissioni     See  Koehn  y.  Public  Service 

Commission. 
Las  Flores  Water  Co.,  Paddock  v. 

Lathrop  Hay  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  239 — acctg.  5;  valua.  147. 
Lawrence  Park  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

31-— certif.  conven.  12;  pub.  util.  50. 
Le  Flore  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  American  Indian  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  v. 
Lehigh  Traction  Co.,  Long  v. 
Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.  v.  New  Street  Bridge  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

696— const.  1.  79;  service,  48. 
Leiper  v.  Baltimore  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ot.)  P.U.R.1919C,  397  (s.  c 

262  Pa.  328,  105  Atl.  551)— const;  L  74^  procedure,  10. 
Lewiston,  A.  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJL1919C,  1 — interoorp. 

rel.  1. 
Liberty  Bay  Transp.  Co.,  Brouillet  v. 
Lima  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ohio)  P.UJt.l919E,  168 — rates,  108. 
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Lima  Xeleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio  Sup. 

a.)  P.U.R.1919A,  888  (s.  c.  98  Ohio  St.  110,  120  N.  E.  330) — 

app.  14,  15;  valua.  6,  7. 
Lincoln,  Lincoln  Traction  Co.  v. 
Lincoln  Commercial  Club  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UH. 

1919E,  67  (8.  c  —  Neb.  — ,  172  N.  W.  687) — app.  11;  discrim. 

60. 
Lincoln  County  Power  Co.  v,  Lincoln  County  Power  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.K. 

1919C,  862— const.  1.  47;  return,  204,  279,  286. 
Lincoln  Xeleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  35— depreciation, 

63;  rates,  82,  116,  184;  return,  327;  valua.  24,  192. 
Lincoln  Traction  Co.»  Re  (Neb.  8u:p.  Ot.)  P.U.R.1919C,  927  (s.  e.  —  Neb. 

— ,  171  N.  W.  192) — acctg.  1,  2;  app.  16;  commissions,  8,  61; 

const.  1.  1;  depreciation,  71;  intercorp.  reL  5;  rates,  147;  re- 
turn, 16,  131,  192,  229,  353,  354;  secur.  iss.  5,  9;  service,  54; 

valua.  229. 
▼.  Lincoln.    See  Lincoln  Traction  Co.,  Re. 
Lincoln  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  752 — acctg.  8;  const.  1.  42, 

43,  92;   parties,  1;   rates,  10,  34,  63,  127,  128,  134,  138,  398, 

399;  r«tum,  56,  118,  122;  valua.  215,  216. 
Liyermore  Falls,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Merrill  v. 
Livingston  v.  Central  Illinoia  P|ib.  Service  Co.  (lU.)  P.UJL1919E,  570 

—service,  123. 
Loder  v.  Egg  Harbor  City  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  885 — urates, 

406. 
Logansport  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  r.U.R.1919F,  659 — ^return,  92,  126, 

238. 
Long  ▼.  Lehigh  Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919G,  186 — pi.  2. 
Long  Beach  v.  Long  Beach  Pow^  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  (X.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

367  (s.  c.  104  Misc.  337,  171  N.  Y.  Supp.  824) — procedure,  9; 

rates,  71. 
Long  Beach  Power  Co.,  Long  Beach  v.  ^ 

Long  Island  Gas  Corp.,  Sag  Harbor  v. 

Long  Island  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  881 — serv- 
ice, 56. 
Long  IiOand  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919E,  275 — service, 

26,  27,  150,  176. 
tot  Angeles  Gas  &  £.  Corp.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.UJE1.1919D,  140 — apport.  28; 

return,  4,  31,  46,  68,  100,  101,  104,  314. 
South  Pasadena  v. 
Lowe  Lumber  Co.  v.  Mishawaka  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  815 — ^rates,  218. 
Lusk  ▼.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  185  (s. 

c.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  72) — app.  23,  35,  36,  38;  const.  L  6, 

26;  inters,  com.  22;  service,  46,  47,  156,  159. 
Lyman,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R,1919B,  101 — autos.  4;  monop.  12. 
Lyon  &  Hoag,  Dwight  v. 

McAdoo,  Morley  v. 

McFadden  v.  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1910D,  747— 
pi.  3. 
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XcFeely,  Se  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  920— commissions,  46. 

Mackay  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho)  P.UJL1919E,  482 — ^monop.  8,  32. 

Madison,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  643— ev.  7;  service^  23. 

Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (lU.)  P.U.R.1919F,  124 — ^return, 

103,  183. 
Mahoning  &  S.  R.  &  Light  Co.,  New  Castle  y. 
Maine  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  976 — secur.  iss.  18,  28. 
Maiden,  United  States  Cooperage  Co.  y. 

Malone  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJt.l919E,  er67— certif.  conven.  3. 
Maloney  y.  Norwood  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  698 

— urates,  292. 
Manchester  y.  Colonial  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Vt.)  P.UJL1919D,  21 — 

depreciation,  34;  return,  300;  valua.  6. 
Manufacturers  Asso.  y.   Kenosha    (Wis.)    P.U.R.19196,   339 — service, 

242. 
Maricopa  Creamery  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.)    P.U.R.1919A,  390— discrim.   31; 

rates,  39. 
Markham  y.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    See  Meadville  v.  North- 
western Pennsylvania  R.  Oo. 
Blarr  y.  Glandale  (CaL  Dist.  a.  App.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  679  (s.  c.  —  CaL 

App.  — ,  181  Pac.  671) — service,  240. 
Marseilles  Land  &  Water  Power  Co.,  O'Neil  y. 
Marshall,  State  ex  reL  Zielonka  v. 

Marshfield  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  JI2 — service,  26,  103. 
Marshfield  Telei^  Ezch.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  108 — service,  211. 
MassachusetU  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919F,  603 
service,  190. 
Re.    See  Union  Street  R.  Co.,  Re. 
MasteUer  y.  North  Branch  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  788 — rates, 

203. 
Mattoon  Clear  Water  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919F,  28 — depreciation,  26; 

rates,  214;  return,  182;  valua.  71. 
Meadville  v.  Northwestern  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  637 

^— const.  1.  52;  procedure,  2. 
Mears  v.  Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.UJL1919C, 

922 — ^return,  178. 
Medford  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  707 — ^valua.  76. 
Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  733— electr.  3-6. 
Memphis  v.  Enloe  (Tenn.  Sup.  C?t.)  P.U.R.1910F,  608  (s.  c  —  Tenn.  — , 

214  S.  W.  71)— commissions,  3;  const.  1.  2,  29,  30,  54,  109. 
Mercer  County  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  907 — rates, 

202. 
Mercershurg,  L.  &  M.  Electric  Co.,  Rose  v. 
Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  668 — apport.  1,  33- 

35;  depreciation,  47;  return,  125,  315. 
Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  664 — secur.  iss.  26,  80. 
Bassett  v. 
McFadden  y« 
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Merrill  v.  Livermore  Falls,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Me.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

j46  (s.  c.  117  Me.  523,  105  Atl.  120) — paym.  16. 
Metropolitan  Edison  Co.,  Fleetwood  &  K.  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co. 

V. 

Weimer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v. 
Meyers,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  596— certif.  conven.  7;  monop.  10. 
Michigan  R.  Commission,  Pollitz  ▼• 

Venner  v. 
Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.)  P.U.R.191J>F,  43 — app.  6;  com- 

raissitms,  11;  rates,  6. 
Michigan  Veneer  Co.,  Detroit  A  M.  R.  Co.  v. 
Middleport  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.)  P.U.R.1919B,  69 — 

commissions,  23. 
Middlesex  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Oommission) 

P.U.R.1919F,  40 — rates,  327. 
Milford  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U.R1919C, 

4 — return,  90. 
MUford  Water  Co.,  Re  (ISIass.  Bd.  of  Gas  ft  E.  L.  Corars.)  P.U.R1919F, 

672 — urates,  380,  381,  400. 
Miller  &  Sons  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919G,  187— diaorim. 

82;  service,  183. 
Milligan,  Fullington  Auto  Bus  Co.  v. 
MUton,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  583 — mun.  plant,  8. 
Milwaukee,  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  v. 
Milwaukee  v.  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1919F,  81 

(s.  c.  —  Wis.  — ,  173  N.  W.  829)— consol.  8. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919A,  186 — 

discrim.  18,  45,  40;  return,  169,  307. 
Re.    See  ^Milwaukee  Electric  R.  ft  Light  CJo.  v.  Milwaukee. 
V.  Milwaukee  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  504 — acctg.  10;  apport.  37-41; 

commissions,  31;  depreciation,  53;  return,  5,  11,  28,  84,  109- 

111,  138,  214,  322;   valua.  184. 
▼•  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919E,  223   (s.  e. 

—  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  746) — app.  8,  40;  return,  143;  valua. 

8,  28. 
Milwaukee  Light,  Heat  ft  Traction  Co.,  Re.    See  Milwaukee  Electric  R. 

&  Light  (Do.,  Re. 
Mineral  Point  Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  795 — apport. 

30;  valua.  76. 
Mishawaka,  Lowe  Lumber  Co.  v. 
Missouri  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  United  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Missouri  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Osage  County  FarmexB  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  689 — ^monop.  6;  rates,  109. 
Missouri  P.  R.  Co.,  Lincoln  Commercial  Club  v. 

Scoggin  V. 
Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  ▼.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  819.  Ct) 

P.U.R.1919F,  684  (s.  c.  —  Mo.  — ,  214  8.  W.  379) — const.  L 

398;  r.  r.  3;  rates,  183. 
State  ez  rel.  Public  Service  Commission  ▼. 
Moab  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919F,  948 — rates,  280. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  DIGESTED.  683 

Mohr,  Re  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919E,  70— crossings,  5;  damg.  2-5. 

Monidah  Trust,  Water  Dept.,  Re  (Mout.)  P.U.R.1919E,  633 — monop.  4. 

Monmouth  County  Water  Co.,  Re  (X.  J.)   P.UJR.1919E,  747 — apport. 

26,  27;  return,  171;  valua.  Ill,  167,  194,  219,  220. 
Monmouth  Electric  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re   (DL)   P.U,R.1919E,  494 — apport.  29; 

depreciation,  41;   rates,  232;   return,  174,  306, 
Monongahela  R.  Co.,  Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  v. 
Montezuma,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  816 — rates,  99. 
Monticello,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  464 — rates,  23,  27,  391. 
Monticello  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJt.l919C,  473 — urates,  363;  service, 

216. 
Moore  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  493 — const.  1.  33;  deprecia- 
tion, 49;  return,  83,  164;  valua.  79,  207,  223,  236. 
Moore  Park  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.)    P.UJ1.1919B,  679 — 

valua.  69. 
Morgantown  v.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1919D,  252 — 

const.  1.  87;  discrim.  81;  intercorp.  reL  3;  inters,  com.  24. 
y.  Randall  Gas  Co.    See  Morgantown  v.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Ck). 
▼•  West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.    See  Morgantown  v.  Hope 

Natural  Gas  CJo. 
Morley  v.  McAdoo  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  967 — rates,  37. 
Morris  Run  Coal  Min.  Co.,  Holmes  t. 
Motor  Vehicles,  Re  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919A,  62 — autos.  15. 
Mountain  View  v.  Farmers  Teleph.  Ezch.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  208^* 

commissions,  25,  26,  43,  47. 
Mt.  Vernon  Teleph.  Co.,  New  Glarus  Commercial  Club  v. 
Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  E.  Co.,  Re  ((Dal.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  930— consol.  2. 
Mueller  Grain  Co.,  Re  (HI.)   P.U.R.1919C,  352 — secur.  iss.  26. 
Mumford  v.  Tri-County  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919E, 

422 — urates,  287. 
Municipal  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  72 — rates,  248. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission   (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1919C,  364 

(8.  c.  225  N.  Y.  89,  121  N.  E.  772)^^n8t.  L  12;  inj.  7;  pL  5; 

return,  205. 
Munsey  v.  Hampton  Waterworks  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.tJJR.1919E,  414 — return, 

338.  . 

Nahant  &  L.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Union  Street  R.  Ck>.,  Re. 

Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  471  (s.  c.  257  Fed.  197) — app.  7;  judg.  2. 
National  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.19190,  418 — 

rates,  176,  320;  service,  184. 
Nebraska  State  R.  Commission,  Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.  v. 
Needles  Gas  &  B.  Co.  v.  Needles  Ice  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  362 — 

certif.  conven.  6. 
Needles  Ice  Co.,  Needles  Gaa  &  E.  Co.  y. 
Neil  V.  PubUc  UtiUties  Commission  (Idaho  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919C,  321 

(s.  c  —  Idaho,  — ,  178  Pac.  271) — app.  8;  cert.  1;  cts.  2. 
Nevada  Northern  R.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
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New  Albany  Waterwoxlu,  Se  (Ind.)  P.UJL1919E,  112 — secur.  iss.  14, 

15,  31. 
New  Albany  Waterworks,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJL1919C,  984 — ^return,  27,  94, 

98,  99. 
New  Brighton,  Beaver  Valley  Water  Co.  ▼• 

New  Castle  t.  Mahoning  St  8.  R.  St  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919D,  783 — 
const.  1.  33;  return,  153. 
V.  New  CasUe  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  775— const.  1.  61. 
V.  New  Castle  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919C,  776 — service,  68,  79, 
239. 
New  Castle  Water  Co.,  New  Castle  t. 

New  Castle  v. 
New  England  Tdeph.  St  Xeleg.  Co.,  So  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  693 — rates,  43. 
PabUc  Service  Commission  ▼• 
St.  Johnsbury  y. 
Newfane  Electric  Co.,  Customers  v. 

New  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  67 — ^return,  236. 
New  Glarus  Commercial  Club  v.  Mt.  Vernon  Teleph.  Co.  (Wit.)  P.UJ^ 

1919E,  676 — service,  221. 
New  Philadelphia  Teleph.  Co.,  Adair  Teleph.  Co.  ▼• 
Newport  St  S.  V.  R.  Co.,  Oak  Extract  Co.  v. 
New  State  Canal  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.)   P.U.R.1919A,  672 — ^pub.  utiL  37; 

service,  138. 
New  Street  Bridge  Co.,  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.  ▼• 
New  York  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Oswayo  Chemical  Co.  v. 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Middleport  v. 

V.  Public  Utilities  Commission   (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)   P.XJ.R.1919A,  888 
(8.  c.  97  Ohio  St.  344,  120  N.  E.  213) — secur.  iss.  6. 
New  York  Edison  Co.,  Acker,  M.  St  C.  Co.  v. 

New  York,  N.  H.  St  H.  H.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJL 
1919A,  704— crossings,  7,  22. 
Northbridge  v. 
New  York  State  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  756— depre- 
ciation, 54;  rates,  325;  return,  19,  140,  211;  service,  20. 
New  York  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.   Ist  Dist.)    P.UJt.l919B,  590 — 
acctg.  11-13;  jhib.  util.  20;  return,  119,  167,  194;  valua.  21, 
149,  196. 
Northampton,  E.  St  W.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.UJEL1919A,  867 — 

return,  287. 
North  Branch  Transit  Co.,  Masteller  v. 
Northbridge  v.  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  408— crossings,  17. 
Northern  Indiana  Gas  St  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  607-*deprecia- 
tion,  12,  43;  return,  44,  69,  116,  252,  260;  valua.  199. 
Re  (Ind.)  P.UJt.l919F,  567 — apport.  86,  const  L  36;  return,  127, 

239. 
Fisher  ▼• 
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Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Puget  Sound  &  W.  H.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  728  (s.  c.  250  U.  S.  332,  63  L.  ed.  1018,  39  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  474)— const.  1.  25. 
8t  Paul  &  T.  Lumber  Co.  t. 

▼.  State  ex  rel.  Langer  (U.  S.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  705  (s.  c  250 
U.  S*  135,  63  L.  ed.  897,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  502) — urates,  35,  36; 
Btate,  1;  U.  S.  1. 
State  ex  rel.  Tacoma  Eastern  R.  Co.  v. 
North  Pacific  Public  Service  Co.,  Aberdeen  Central  Labor  Council  v. 
North  Shore  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Patchogue  Electric  Light  Co.  v. 
Northwestern  Puinsylvania  R.  Co.,  Markham  v. 

Meadville  y. 
Northwestern  Telei^  Ezch.  Co.,  Re  (N.  D.)  P.UJia919C,  37 — urates, 

355;  service,  50,  51. 
Northwest  Teleph.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Norwood  &  St  L.  R.  Co.,  Maloney  v. 
Nowata  County  Gas  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.191dC,  40  (s.  c. 

—  Okla.  — ,  177  Pac.  618) — ^ratea,  112. 

Oak  Extract  Co.  y.  Newport  &  S.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJEt.l919G,  193 

— rates,  41,  62. 
Oak  Harbor  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919F, 

608  (8.  c.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  158) — urates,  115. 
O'Brien  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B,  866  (s.  c 

—  N.  J.  L.  — ,  105  Atl.  132) — app.  37;  const.  1.  49;  parties,  5; 
rates,  143;  return,  148,  263. 

y.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.  Err.  &  App.)  P.U.R.1919D,  774  (s.  c. 

92  N.  J.  L.  587,  106  AU.  414) — ^return,  266,  269. 
Oceana  Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  United  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich. 
,  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919E,  40  (s.  c  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  553) 

-^-const.  1.  90;  service,  6. 
Ocean  County  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  874 — discrim.  47;  re- 
turn, 274. 
Ocean  Park  Heights  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Re   (CaL)  P.UJEt.l919E,  245 

— secur.  iss.  24. 
Ocean  Shore  Land  Co.,  Graham  y» 
Ochs,  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  y. 
Ohio  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Hocking  Olaas  Co.  y« 
Ohio  River  Power  Co.,  Patterson  Foundry  &  Mach.  Co.  y* 
Oklahoma  Gas  lb  £.  Co.,  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.  y. 
Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.'  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  300-— rates,  288. 
Omaha  &  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  845— apport.  18; 

rates,  117;  valua.  67,  78,  109,  174. 
Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919F,  688 — service,  206. 
V.  Nebraska  State  R.  Commission  (Neb.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919F,  307 

(s.  c.  —  Neb.  — ,  178  N.  W.  600) — i^pp.  12;  rates,  118;  return, 

7, 165, 191,  240. 
O'NeU  y.  MarseiUes  Land  h  Water  Power  Co.  (HI.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  732 — 

pu}).  util.  30,  61. 
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Opinion  of  Justices  (Mass.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  612  (s.  c.  231  Mass. 

603,   122  N.   E.   763)— const.  1.  102,   103;   cts.  4;    st.  r.   1; 

tazn.  L 
Oregon  Gas  lb  E.  Co.,  Se   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919D,  9 — rates,  154;   return, 

173,  261. 
Oregon  Gravel  &  Contracting  Co.,  Re  (Or.)  P.U.R1919C,  6*87— crossings, 

19. 
Oregon  Power  Co.,  So  (Or.)  P.UJL1919P,  620 — acctg.  8;  depreciation, 

3;  return,  32,  93,  139,  166. 
Orleans  Electric  Light  h  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  970 — const.  1. 

67;  parties,  16;  pub.  utiL  2;  rates,  70,  74,  83,  163,  220. 
Osage  County  FarmexB  Teleph.  Co.,  Missouri  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Osborne  v.  Xntemational  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  a.  App.)   P.UJL1919E,  871 

(8.  c.  226  N.  T.  421, 123  N.  E.  849) — ^fines,  5. 
OsceoU  V.  OsceoU  Lij^t  &  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.UJL1919C,  112 — return, 

188. 
OsceoU  Light  ft  Water  Co.,  Osceola  v. 
Oswayo  Chemical  Co.  v.  New  York  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  «90 — 

—service,  36. 
Oswego  V.  Empire  State  R.  Corp.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.UJU919F,  362 — 

service,  9,  187. 
Otterbein  Teleph.  Co.,  Burkle  v. 

Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (CaL)  P.UJt.l919B,  1 — discrim.  53;  raUs, 

264,  275;  return,  266. 
Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Boyce  v. 

Hemphill  v. 
Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919B,  457 — urates,  49. 
Re  (Oal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  497 — rates,  370. 
Re  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919D,  345 — ^pL  8;  rates,  373,  375;  return,  80,  181, 

250. 
Paddock  v.  Las  Flores  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  359 — ^pub.  util. 

17. 
Page  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919F,  677 — procedure,  12;  secur. 

iss.  27;  valua.  162. 
Panther  Valley  Electric  Co.,  Lansford  v. 
Park  County  v.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.UIt.l919C,  592 — 

commissions,  18,  19;  service,  91,  149. 
ParkviUe  OU  &  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Mo.)  P.UJL1919A,  502 — pub.  utlL  22; 

service,  31,  32,  89,  142. 
Pasadena  v.  Railroad  Commission.    See  Santa  Monica  v.  Railroad  Ck>m- 

mission. 
Pachogue  Electric  Light  Co.  ▼.  North  Shore  Electric  Light  ft  P.  Co. 

(N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)   P.U.R.1919E,  425— certif.  conven.  4;  oertif. 

incorp.  1-^;  monop.  5. 
Patterson  Foundry  &  Mach.  Co.  ▼.  Ohio  River  Power  Co.  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct) 

P.U.R.1919F,  615  (s.  c.  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  241) — rates, 

189;  Stat.  4,  5. 
Paulsboro  Water  Co.,  Souder  ▼• 
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PawhuskA  V.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.RJ919E, 
178  (s.  c.  250  U.  S.  394,  63  L.  ed.  1054,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  526) — 
app.  32. 
Pawhuska  Oil  ^  Gas  Co.,  Pawhuska  ▼. 
Pearl,  Re  (Nev.)   P.U.R.1919F,  299 — ^monop.  17. 
Pecos  &  N.  T.  R.  Co.,  Railroad  Commission  v. 
Penn  Central  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand  Co.  y. 
Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.,  Re  (X.  Y.  App.  Div.)   P.U.R.1919A,  372  (s.  a 
184  App.  Div.  556,  171  X.  Y.  Supp.  1028) — inters.^com.  19. 
Re  (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1919C,  663  (s.  c.  226  N.  Y.  397,  122  N. 
E.  260) — inters,  com.  4;  rates,  59. 
Pennsylvania  Glass  Sand  Co.  v.  Penn  Central  Light  lb  P.  Co.  (Pa.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  635 — urates,  173,  215. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  645 — crossings,  30. 
American  Steel  &  Wire  Co.  v. 
American  Window  Glass  Co.  ▼• 
Buckley  v.     , 
Carnegie  Steel  Co.  v. 
Himrod  Station  v. 
Miller  &  Sons  v. 
Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.,  Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  R.  Co.  ▼• 
Pennsylvania  Water  Co.,  East  Pittsburgh  v. 

People  ex  rel.  Hubbard  v.  Colorado  Title  &  T.  Co.   (Colo.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  542  (s.  c.  —  Colo.  — ,  178  Pac.  6)— const.  1.  94; 
service,  37. 
People  ex  rel.  Cajruga  Power  Corp.  ▼.  Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y. 
App.  Div.)   P.U.R.1919B,  268  (s.  c.  184  App.  Div.  781,  172  N. 
Y.  Supp.  533) — pub.  util.  38. 
ez  reL  Cayuga  Power  Corp.  v.  Public  Service  Commission   (N.  Y. 
Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1919F,  350  (s.  c.  226  N.  Y.  527,  124  N.  E.  105) 
— pub.  util.  36. 
ex  rel.  Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service   Commission 
(N.  Y.  App.  Div.)    P.U.R.1919D,  944   (s.  c.  188  App.  Div.  36, 
176  N.  Y.  Supp.  163) — service,  40. 
ez  rel.  South  Glens  Falls  v.  Public  Service  Commissicn  (N.  Y.  Ct 
App.)  P.U.R.1919C,  374  (s.  c.  225  N.  Y.  216,  121  X.  E.  777) — 
const.  1.  36;  rates,  90. 
ioc  rel.  Tri-County  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission. 
See  People  ex  rel.  Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission. 
ex  rel.  New  York  Steam  Co.  v.  Straus  (X.  Y.  App.  Div.)   P.U.R. 
1919C,  1014   (8.  c.  186  App.  Div.  787,  174  N.  Y.  Supp.  868) — 
rates,  94. 
Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.,  By-Products  Coke  Corp.  v. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Peoples  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Jordon  v. 
Persbacker  v.  Callicoon  Independent  Electric  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  672— commissions,  32;  monop.  13. 
Peterson  v.  Hyde  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1910C,  441 — paym. 
2,13. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


688  CASES  DIGESTED. 

Petroletun  Teleph.  Co.,  Cochranton  Teleph.  Co.  v. 

PhiUdelpliia,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  905— certif.  conv^.  2. 

Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Co.,  Dyer  v. 

Philadeli^iia  Suburban  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Phbenizyille,  V.  F.  ft  8.  Electric 

R.  Co.  V. 
Phoenix  Mach.  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  804— secur. 

i88.  23. 
Phoenix  Ref.  Co.  v.  Pierce  Oil  Corp.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  724 — service, 

143. 
Phoenixville,  V.  F.  &  S.  Electric  R.  Co.  y.  Philadelphia  Suburban  Gas  & 

E.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  647 — rates;  236,  244,  245. 
Pierce  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  92— depreciation,  56; 

rates,  350,  353,  365,  374;  return,  328. 
Pierce  Oil  Corp.,  Phoenix  Ref.  Co.  y. 
Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  y.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  544 

(s.  c.  —  Okla.  — ,  177  Pac.  580) — service,  49,  235. 
Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.,  Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  y. 

y.  South  Shore  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919F,  706  (a.  c  264 

Pa.  162,  107  Atl.  680) — rates,  17,  18,  22,  200,  318. 
PitUburg,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Tidrick  y. 
Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  y.  Monongahela  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R1919B,  625-* 

commissions,  54;  parties,  8;  r.  r.  4. 
y.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.    See  Pittsburgh  Steel  Co.  v.  Mononga- 
hela R.  Co. 
Pittsburgh  Transp.  Co.,  Fagan  y. 
PUza  Stages,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  243 — autos,  16. 
Plymouth  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  and  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U& 

1919A,  339 — return,  257. 
Re    (Mass.   Bd.   of  Gas  and   E.   K   Comrs.)    P.n.R.19190,   486-^ 

return,  89,  222. 
PoUiU  y.  Michigan  R.  Commiadon  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  10 

(s.  c.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  611)-^K*ert.  4,  5;  commissions,  35. 
PortageyiUe  y.  Portageyille  Light  &  P.  Co.    See  Portageville  Light  dc 

P.  Co. 
PortageyiUe  Light  h  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJR.1919E,  586— commissions, 

27;  pub.  util.  39;  rates,  198,  213. 
PortageyiUe  y. 
Porteous  y.  Purdy   (Cal.)  P.UJE1.1919F,  637 — ^pub.  utU.  28. 
Portland  y.  PubUc  Sendee  Commission  (Or.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  127 

(s.  c.  89  Or.  325,  173  Pac  1178)— const.  1.  41;  procedure,  7; 

rates,  65. 
Portland  GasUght  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919F,  148 — urates,  211. 
Portland,  R.  Light  lb  P.  Co.,  Re  (Or.)   P.U.R.1919A,  513 — ^rates,  261, 

273,  278;  return,  160,  190,  202. 
Portland  Terminal  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919A,  691— commissions,  52; 

intercorp.  rejL  2. 
Portsmouth  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U11.1919B,  266— <liscrim.  88; 

return,  216;  seryice,  189,  202. 
Postal  Teleg.-Cable  Co.,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rtl.  Chi- 
cago Teleph.  Co.  y. 
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Princeton  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.I1.1919E,  166 — urates,  179. 

Providence  Gas  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 

Public  Auto  Assd.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  151 — ^monop.  24. 

Public  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1919B,  107 — ^paym.  4;  rates, 

208. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  Brooldyn  Borough  Om  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup. 

Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1919D,  226  (a.  c.  106  Msc.  649,  176  N.  Y. 

Sup.  28) — ^judg.  1;  rates,  20. 
T.  Brooklyn  Heights  R,  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

268  (8.  c.  105  Misc.  264,  172  N.  Y.  Supp.  790) — ^mand.  1,  7; 

procedure,  1. 
Charleston  ▼. 
T.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

837  (8.  c.  —  Ind.  — ,  121  N.  E.  116) — app.  10,  47. 
▼•  ConsoUdated  Gas,  B.  L.  lb  P.  Co.  (Hd.)  RUJUftlSA,  66— discrim'. 

42,  66;  rates,  185-188,  228,  238,  239. 
Donham  y. 
Brewea  r. 
Fall  River  y. 
y.  Ptaiee  (Ind.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919C,  979  (•.  a  —  Ind.  -^  122 

N.  E.  328) — app.  49,  50,  58. 
Huntington  Chamber  of  Commerce  y. 
Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.  v. 
V.  International  R,  Co.   (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)   P.U.R.1919B,  210   (s.  e. 

224  N.  Y.  631,  120  N.  B.  727) — service,  61. 
International  R.  Co.  y. 
y.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1010 

(8.  c.  106  Misc.  364,  174  N.  Y.  Supp.  708) — ^mand.  4. 
International  R.  Co.  v. 
y.  J.  &  J.  Rogers  Co.  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.)  P.U.IL1919A,  876  (s.  c. 

184  App.  Div.  705,  172  N.  Y.  Supp.  498) — ^pub.  util.  S. 
Kansas  City  v. 

V.  Kelso  Water  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  206 — valua.  77. 
V.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.UJR.1919C, 

535  (8.  c.  105  Misc.  666,  173  N.  Y,  Supp.  789) rates,  97. 

Koehn  v. 

La  Salle  v. 

Lusk  V. 

Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  ▼• 

Municipal  Gas  Co.  v. 

y.  Nevada  Northern  R.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1919P,  334^— return,  13; 

service,  22. 
V.  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Mass.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D, 

49  (8.  c.  232  Mass.  465,  4  A.L.R.  1662,  122  N.  JE.  567) — rates, 

54. 
y.  Northwest  Teleph.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919P,  966— discrim.  85; 

service,  281,  234.  '  * 

People  ex  rel.  Cayuga  Power  Corp.  y. 
People  ex  xeL  Caynga  Power  Corp.  y. 
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Public  Service  Commission,  People  ex  reL  PaviHon  Natural  6ai  Co.  T« 
People  ez  rel.  South  Glens  Falls  v. 
People  ez  reL  Tri-County  Natural  Gas  Co.  v* 
Portland  v. 
St.  Louis  V. 

State  ez  rel.  Danciger  &  Co.  ▼. 
State  ez  rel.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v. 
State  ez  rel.  Seattle  v. 
State  ez  rel.  Sedalia  v. 
Union  P.  R.  Co.  v. 

V.  United  R.  &  Electric  Co.     See  United  R.  A  Electric  Co.  * 

Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919D,  809 — ^return,  64»  106,  275,  284. 

Blackball  v. 

Harvey  v. 

Public  Service  Electric  Co.,  R»  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  718 — ^return,  286. 

PubUc  Service  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  204— e v.  5;  rates,  324. 

Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  710 — rates,  333. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  Electric  R.  0».  (111.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  493— certif.  conven.  8,  9,  14. 
y.  Chicago,  F.  L.  &  N.  Electric  R.  Co.  (lU.)  P.UJt.l910B,  701 — 

certif.  conven.  10, 11, 15. 
Cincinnati  v. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ez  rel.  Alton  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C. 
&  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  439  (s.  c.  285  HI.  184,  120 
N.  E.  626) — app.  43;  service,  179. 
▼.  Garviloch  (Utah  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919E,  182  (s.  c  —  Utah,  — , 

iSl  Pac.  272) — autos.  9,  10,  20;  pub.  util.  32. 
V.  Granite  City  Gas,  Light  &  Fuel  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  654 — 

'service,  130. 
V.  Jones  (Utah  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  636  (s.  c  —  Utah,  — ,  170 

Pac.  745)— Kiommissions,  16;  estop.  3. 
▼.  Landon  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  834  (s.  c.  249  U.  S.  236,  63 
L.  ed.  577,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  268)— cts.  8;    inters,  com.  6; 
return,  347. 
Lima  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 

▼.  Monmouth  Electric  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  405 — monop.  8. 
Neil  V. 

New  York  C  R.  Co.  V. 
Oak  Harbor  v. 
▼.  Peoples  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919C,  197 — paym.  1; 

return,  189;  service,  66,  67, 128,  129. 
V.  Providence  Gas  Co.  (R.  L  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  783  (s.  c  — 

R.  I.  — ,  104  Atl.  609) — app.  53. 
T.  Rhode  Island   Co.   (R.  L)    P.U.R.1019F,  723 — depredation,  2; 

return,  62,  14L 
Washington  v. 
Public  Utilities  Co.,  Interurban  R.  &  Terminal  Co.  ▼• 
Public  Utility  Comrs.,  Atlantic  Coast  Electrio  R.  Co.  ▼• 
O'Brien  v. 
O'Brien  v. 
Trenton  v. 
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Paget  Sound  Ab  W.  H.  R.  Co.,  Northem  P.  S.  C^.  t* 
Purcell  Teleph.  Co.»  Hardeman  v. 
Purdue,  Re  (Utah)  P.UJ1.1919E,  196 — ^monop.  16. 
Pnrdy,  Porteous  v. 

Quincy  S.  Co.,  Se  (HL)  P.U.R.1919E,  890 — const.  1.  33;  depreciation,  42; 
return,  64,  78,  86,  120,  319;  valua.  25,  151. 

Radne  Water  Co.  t.  Railroad  Commiaaion  (Wis.)  P.UJL1919A,  913 — 
mun.  plant,  9;  valua.  45,  58,  59. 
▼.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.  a  C.)  P.UJL1919C,  571— rmun.  plant, 
5-7. 
Railroad  Commission,  Allen  v. 
Angelina  lb  N .  River  R.  Co.  T* 
Brooks-Scanlon  Co.  ▼• 
Sm^re  Rice  MiU.  Co.  ▼• 
Georgia  R.  lb  Power  Co.  t« 
Milwankee  v. 

MUwaukee  Electric  R.  lb  Lis^t  Co.  T. 
Hapa  Valley  Electric  Co.  v. 
Pasadena  v. 

T.  Pecos  lb  N.  T.  R.  Co.  (Tex.  Civ,  App.)  P.U.R.1919E,  928  (s.  e.  — 
Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  212  S.  W.  535) — app.  44,  45;  ev.  1;  service, 
161,  169-172;  tr.  2,  3. 
Racine  Water  Co.  v. 
Racine  Water  Co.  t. 
Santa  Monica  v. 
Shreveport  Window  Glass  Co.  T. 
Smith  y. 
Smith  y. 
Railroad  Commissioners  v.  Burleson  (U.  8.  Dist.  Ct)  P.UJL1919E,  465 

(8.  c.  256  Fed.  604) — inj.  2;  parties,  14. 
Randall  Gas  Co.,  Morgantown  v. 
Raquette  Lake  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJa.l919C,  24 — urates,  26; 

service,  153-155. 
Redding,  Re   (Cal.)    P.U.R.1919F,  415— -depreciation,  24;   mun.  plant, 

10,  11;  valua.  46-52,  91,  92,  96,  202,  217,  218,  222,  232. 
Rhode  Island  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Richards  y.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919A,  446 — 

service,  84. 
Richardson  Lumber  Co.,  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  v. 
Richland  Tele^i.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  144 — ^paym.  8;  rates,  349; 

return,  331. 
Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist)   P.U.R.1919D,  748 — 

rates,  242. 
Riverten  ConsoL  Water  Co.,  United  States  Government  y. 
Robertson  v.  Wilmington  &  P.  Traction  Co.   (Del.  Super.  Ct.)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  129  (s.  e.  —  Del.  — ,  104  Atl.  839) — app.  52;  const.  L 
58,  93;  parties,  2;  rates,  89,  204. 
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Rochester  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Commuters  t. 

Rose  V.  Mercersburg,  L.  &  M.  Electric  Co.  (Pa*)  P.U.K.1919F,  714 — 

return,  60  j  valua.  30. 
Sossomas^o  v.  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  159^^ 

service,  86. 
Rothschild  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919B,  27 — rates, 

222. 
Rupert  Electric  Co.,  Wiseman  y. 
Russian  River  Heights  Water  Co.,  Re  (QaL)  P.U.R.1919F,  410 — rates, 

408. 

Sag  Harbor  v.  Long  Island  Gas  Corp.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJL1919E,  168 

^-const.  1.  33;  rates,  209. 
St  Croix  GasUght  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.n.R.1919A,  487 — service,  88,  90,  104. 
St.  Johnsbury  v.  New  England  Telei^  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

964 — rates,  52,  354,  367;  service,  207. 
St  Louis  ▼.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  10 

(s.  c  —  Mo.  — ,  207  S.  W.  799)— commissions,  69;  const.  L  44. 
St  Louis  County  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  568 — urates,  199. 
St.  Louis,  L  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  v.  Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co.    See  Arkadelpbia 

Mill.  Co.  V.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  0>. 
St  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.,  Anderson  v. 
St  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.,  Arkadel^iia  MilL  Co.  v. 
Hasty  V. 
▼•  Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co.    See  Arkadelphia  Mill.  0>.  v.  St  Louis 

Southwestern  R.  Ck>. 
St  Paul  &  T.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.UJL1919B, 

787 — rates,  314. 
Salem  v.  Salem  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (U.  S.  0.  C.  A.)  P.U.R1919C,  956 

(8.  c.  166  C.  C.  A.  465,  255  Fed.  295)— const  1.  56;  rates,  84. 
Salem  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  882— const  1.  62;  discrim. 

21;  rates,  157. 
Salem  Telej^  Co.,  Re    (S.   D.)    P.U.R.1919B,  734 — depreciation,  62; 

return,  325;  valua.  61,  161. 
.  Salem  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Salem  v. 
Saline  Water  &  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.B.1919C,  751— const  1.  78; 

orders,  2;  rates,  384. 
Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  565 — rates,  294,  303- 

306;  return,  283. 
San  Benito  County  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Gal.)  P.UJL1919F,  401 — 

return,  133. 
San  Diego  ConsoL  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Gal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  924 — ^paym,  6; 

return,  49,  67,  75,  150, 154,  302. 
Sands  v.  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJL1919A» 

695— —commissions,  49. 
San  Francisco  v.  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  (OaL)  P.U.R.1919A,  427— « 

rates,  390,  393. 
United  States  Railroads  ▼• 
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Santa  Monica  v.  Railroad  Commisaion  (Gal.  Sup.  Gt.)  P.U.R.1919G,  308 

(8.  c;  —  CaL  — ,  177  Pac.  989) — ^app.  24. 
Schenevns^  Se  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  736 — monop.  29. 
Schiller  Piano  Co.  y.  Illinois  Nortliem  Utilities  Co.  (111.  Sup.  Ot.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  48«  (8.  c.  288  111.  680,  —  AJiJC  — ,  123  N.  E.  631) — 

discrim.  89,  90  ^  pi.  4. 
Schttull,  Vandalia  S.  Co.  v. 
Sdinylkill  R.  Co.,  Asbland  v. 
Scitulite  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  and  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U.R.1919D, 

842 — secur.  iss.  3. 
Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  844— -discrim. 

1;  pub.  util.  1;  rates,  66,  409;  Talua.  9,  37. 
Scosgin  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919A,  15— service,  13. 
Scranton  R.  Co.,  Allied  Printing  Trades  Council  v. 
Seneca  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  48 — return,  24. 
Service  Connection  Charges,  Re  (Ohio)   P.U.R.1919F,  486 — rates,  369, 

371,  372. 
Shenango  Valley  Electric  Light  Co.,  Horton  ▼• 
Sheps  Canyon  Teleph.  Co.,  Strohecker  v. 
Shrader  v.  Steubenville,  £.  L.  &  B.  VaUey  Traction  Co.  (W.  Va.  Ct.  App.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  895  (s.  c.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  99  S.  E.  207)— const.  1. 

32,  108;   discrim.  9,  91-93;   inters,  com.   2,  3,  9-11,  13,  20; 

pub.  util.  31. 
Shreveport  Window  Glass  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (La.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  62  (8.  c  143  La.  794,  79  So.  407) — app.  13,  21,  57. 
Siegfried  v.  Washington  Electric  Co.   (N.  J.)  P.UJEL1919A,  088— dis- 
crim. 88;  rates,  226,  229;  service,  119. 
Siena  &  S.  P.  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  667 — ^return,  277. 
Skoglind  v.  Wisconsin  Pub.  Service  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJL1919F,  86— rates, 

831;  service,  208. 
Slate  Belt  Electric  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.   (Pa.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  984— commissions,  5;  const.  1.  76;  rates,  172,  216. 
V.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.  C.  C.)   P.U.R.1919C,  677 — app.  17; 

return,  236. 
Smith  ▼.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919F,  76  (s.  e. 

—  Wis.  — ,  173  X.  W.  312) — app.  20. 
Snyder  v.  Waukesha  Gas  &  S.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJIJL919E,  669— discrim 

79;  service,  83. 
Souder  v.  Paulsboro  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1005 — urates,  392. 
South  Bend,  Chicago,  S.  B.  &  N.  L  R.  Co.  v. 
South  Elgin  v.  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919E,  901 — rates, 

339;  service,  135. 
Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Birmingham  v. 

Birmingham  v. 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re  (Gal.)  P.n.R.19196,  810 — discrim. 

3;  rates,  224,  246;  return,  223,  265,  351. 
Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  936— commissions,  6;  sale,  3. 
Sonthern  CaUfomia  Gaa  Co.,  Re  (Gal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  155 — urates,  160. 
Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  St.  Louis,  I.  BL  &  S.  R.  Co.  v. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  v. 
'       P.U.R.1919  Dig.— 38. 
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Southern  Elkhorn  Teleph.  Co.,  Doxstader  y. 

Southern  IlUnois  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.)  P.U.IL1919D,  480 — sale,  2| 

valua.  70,  82,  98,  104. 
Southern  New  England  Teleph.  Co.,  OalUher  y. 
Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.nJL1919F, 

700 — service,  193-199. 
Southern  Pacific  Co.  y.  SUte  (U.  S.  Sup.  a.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  462  (s.  e. 

249  U.  S.  472,  63  L.  ed.  713,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  313) — app.  31; 

inters,  com.  1,  7. 
Parr  v. 
Southern  R.  Co.  y.  Com,  (Va.  Sup.  Ot.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  460  (a.  c  —  Va. 

— ,  97  S.  E.  343) — app.  1,  61;  crossings,  1,  2,  9,  15,  16. 
Southern  Sierras  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  942 — ^return,  47, 

128,  276,  280. 
South  Pasadena  y«  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.    See  Los  Angeles  Gas 

&  E.  Corp.,  Re. 
South  Shore  R.  Co.,  Pittsburgh  &  L.  £.  R.  Co.  y. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Gibbons  y. 
State  ez  reL  Freeling  v. 
y.  State  ez  rel.  Eroding  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  436  (s.  e.  — 

Okla.  — ,  181  Pac.  487) — parties,  12,  13. 
Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v.  SUte  (Tex.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C, 

56  (s.  c  —  Tex.  — ,  207  S.  W.  308)— const.  1.  23;  pi.  6. 
Spencer  y.  Wayerly,  S.  &  A.  Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  559-^ 

const.  1.  33;  parties,  3;  rates,  175. 
Spokane  &  I.  E.  R.  Co.,  Cosur  d'Alene  v. 
Spooner  Telej^  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  242— rates,  30;  return, 

330. 
Springfield,  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  y. 
Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  853— 

apport.  24;  const.  L  57;  depreciation,  26,  27;  discrim.  2;  return, 

22,  64,  162,  248;  valua.  2,  62,  150,  159,  180,  210,  239. 
Springfield  ConsoL  Water  Co.,  Re   (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  14 — ^rates,  401. 

Bliss  y. 
Springfield  Gas  ft  E.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  973 — rates,  255,  259, 

260;  return,  161. 
Springfield  Water  Co.,  Re.    See  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  y.  Spring- 
field. 
Spring  Hill  Water  Co.,  Bowers  y. 

Spring  Valley  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  347 — monop.  15. 
Re  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919C,  839— const.  1.  33;  rates,  249;  return, *41. 
Spring  Valley  Water  Co.,  Re.     See  San  Francisco  v.   Spring  Valley 

Water  Co. 
Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  365— commissions,  34;  const.  1.  77;  discrim. 

95;  rates,  40. 
San  Francisco  v. 
Spring  Water  Co.,  Kane  y. 
Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v.  Boothbay  Harbor  (Me.)   P.U.R.1919F, 

154— Hlepreciation,  5,  21;  rates,  407;  return,  40. 
Stanford  Water  Co.,  Frazer  v. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  DIGESTED.  605 

State  ez  reL  Caldwell  v.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  556  (8.  c.  —  S.  D.  — ,  170  N.  W.  670) — inj.  9. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v. 
ez  rel.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atkinson   (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  343 

(s.  c.  275  Mo.  325,  204  S.   W.   897)— commiasions,  29 j   dis- 

crim.  17;  franch.  4;  monop.  9. 
ex  reL  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  (Fla.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  692  (s.  c.  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So.  498)— commissions, 

10;   inters,  com.   14-18,  23;   mand.  6,  6,  9-11;   orders,  5,  6; 

service,  164-166. 
ex  reL  Smith  v.  Burleson   (Ala.   Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1   (s.  c. 

—  Ala.  — ,  82  So.  458) — urates,  16. 
Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  y. 
Chicago,  R«  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
ex  reL  Cleveland  Teleph.  Co.  t.  Common  Pleas  Ct  (Ohio  Sup.  Ot.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  614    (8.  c.  98  Ohio  St.  164,  120  N.  E.  335) — 

prohibition,  1. 
ex  rel.  Collins  v.  Cumberland  Teleidi.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Miss.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  340   (s.  c.  —  Miss.  — ,  81  So.  404) — ^pub.  util. 

3;  rates,  44,  51,  55. 
ez  reL  Payne  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJt. 

1919D,  228  (8.  c.  —  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  277)— commissions, 

55;  rates,  50,  56. 
ex  reL  Paime,  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Florida  Bast  Coast  R.  Co.  v. 
ex  reL  Hilton  v.  Four  Lakes  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.n.R. 

1919B,  247    (8.  c.  141  Minn.  124,  169  N.  W.  480)— const.  L 

99;  discrim.  84;  mand.  8;  pub.  util.  12. 
ex  reL  Shields  v.  Hall  (Neb.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919B,  862  (s.  c.  — 

Neb.  — ,  170  N.  W.  173)— commissions,  2. 
Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  v. 
ex  rel.  Zielonka  v.  Marshall  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  135  (s.  c. 

98  Ohio  St.  467,  121  N.  E.  700) — rates,  95. 
ex  rel.  Public  Service   Commission  v.  Missouri  Southern   R.  Co. 

(Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919F,  675  (s.  c.  —  mo.  — ,  214  S.  W. 

381) — const.  1.  22;  mand.  3;  service,  152. 
ex  reL  Langer,  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
ex  rel.  Tacoma  Eastern  R.  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.  Sup. 

a.)   P.U.R.1919B,  924   (s.  c.  104  Wash.  405,  176  Pac.  539) — 

crossings,  25,  26. 
Nowata  County  Gas  Co.  v. 
Nowata  County  Gas  Co.  v. 
Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 
ex  reL  Danciger  &  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  353   (s.  c.  275  Mo.  483,  —  A.LJt  — ,  205  S.  W. 

36) — pub.  util.  34,  40,  42,  43. 
ex  rel.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo. 

Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  622  (s.  c.  —  Mo.  — ,  210  S.  W.  386) — 

app.  9;  const.  L  9,  11;  pL  1;  service,  42. 
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State  ex  rel.  Seattle  v.  Public  Service  Commissioii  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.> 

P.U.R.1910E,  89  (8.  c.  —  Wash.  — ,  180  Paa  913) — procedure, 

4;  rates,  96,  178. 

ex  rel.  Sedalia  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  507   (8.  c.  276  Mo.  201,  204  S.  W.  497)— const.  L  48. 

Southern  Pacific  Co.  v. 

ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  265— commissions,  7,  66,  62,  63;  fines,  1,  2;  rates,  358, 
369. 
ex  rel.  Freeling,  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v. 

ex  rel.  Stephens   v.   State   Corp.    Commission    (N.    M.    Sup.    Ct.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  889   (s.  c.  —  X.  M.  — ,  176  Paa  866) — commis- 
sions, 1,  4;  mand.  2. 
State  Corp.  Commission,  State  ex  rel.  Stephens  v. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Atwood-Davis  Sand  Co.  v. 
Chicago   &   N.   W.   R.   Co.    (HI.    Sup.   Ct.)    P.U.R.1919B,   963 
(s.  c.  286  HI.  53,  121  N.  E.  260)— commissions,  12;  orders,  3. 
6X  rel.  AUis  Brick  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.  (lU.  Sup.  a.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  316   (s.  c  287  IlL  412,  122  N.  E.  808) — rates, 
313. 
ex  reL  Stein  v.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  (111.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  322 

(s.  c.  287  111.  447, 122  N.  E.  860) — app.  39. 
ex  rel.  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  S.  Co.  (111.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.UJ1.1919JE,  376  (s.  c  288  111.  502, 123  N.  E.  547) — ^rates,  308. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL  Cameron,  Lake  Brie  .&  W.  R. 
Co.  V. 
ex  reL  Chicago  Tele^  Co.  v.  Postal  Teleg.-Cable  Co.   (111.  Sup. 
a.)  P.UJR.1919B,  142  (s.  c.  286  IlL  411, 120  N.  E.  795) — certif. 
,conven.  6. 
ex  rel.  Chicago  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Toledo,  St  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (HL 
Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919C,  620  (s.  c.  286  IlL  682,  122  N.  E.  158) — 
app.  48;  rates,  105,  311. 
State  R.  Commission,  Union  Stockyards  Co.  v. 
States  Bletals  Co.  v.  Chatham  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d 

Dist)  P.U.R.1919A,  760 — service,  76. 
Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  R.  Co.,  Re  (X.  Y.  1st  Dist)  P.UJtl&19C, 

946 — em.  d.  1. 
Stein  V.  Chicago.    See  State  Public  Utilities  OommisBion  ex  rel.  Stein 

V.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co. 
Steubenville,  E.  L.  &  B.  Valley  T.  Co.,  Shrader  v. 
Stevens  Coal  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  644— crossings,  11. 
Stoney  v.  Harrisburg  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  771 — ^paym.  17. 
Straus,  People  ex  rel.  New  York  Steam  Co.  v. 
Strohecker  v.  Shops  Canyon  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919C,  661 — 

discrim.  67;  rates,  360,  364. 
SuUivan  Electric  Co.,  Re.    See  Persbacker  v.  Callicoon  Independent  Elec- 
tric Co. 
Suspension  of  Increased  Charges,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  687, — rates, 
47. 
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Sasqaehanna  Water  Co.,  Re   (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919A,  753 — secur.  iss.  32. 
■Syracuse  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)  P.U.R.1919A,  214 — rates,  91, 
262;  return,  231;  valua.  116. 

Tamaqua  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U»R. 

1919F,  712^-const.  1.  33;  discrim.  12;  return,  272. 
Tanenbaum  v.  Burleson  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  715 — ^rates,  48. 
Terlton  v.  Empire  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919A,  906— discrim. 

80. 
Terre  Haute,  I.  &  £.  Traction  Co.,  Brazil  Gas  Co.  y. 
IDerre  Haute  Waterworks  Co.,  Re   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919C,  989— discrim. 

39;  return,  12. 
Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Business  Men's  League  y. 
Thayer  &  A.  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919F,   590 — ^rates,  861; 

return,  332. 
Theresa  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  909— depreciation, 

61;  valua.  19,  35. 
Thombs  v.   Brownville   &   W.   Water  Co.    (Me.)    P.UJR.1919E,  259 — 

service,  241. 
Three  Ridge  Teleph.  Co.,  Home  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Tidrick  v.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  568 — 

service,  157. 
TUden  Teleph,  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  994 — apport.  20,  21.    . 
Tintem  Manor  Water  Co.,  Re  (N  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  418 — urates,  403-405. 
Toledo  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919B,  722 — urates,  205. 

Deherty  &  Co.  v. 
Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  State  PnUic  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL 

Chicago  Bd.  of  Trade  y. 
Towers,  West  Virginia  &  M.  Gas  Co.  v. 

Trenton  y.  Public  Utility  Comrs.    See  O'Brien  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs. 
V.  Trenton  &  M.  County  Traction  Corp.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  873   (s.  c.  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  105  Atl.  136) — return,  212. 
Trenton  &  M.  County  Traction  Corp.,  Trenton  v. 

Tri-City  R.  Co.,  Re    (HI.)    P.U.R.1919E,  836 — const.  1.   38;    deprecia- 
tion, 55;  return,  151,  167,  321;  valua.  122,  123,  133,  146,  173, 

197,  198. 
Tri-County  l^atural  Gas  Co.,  Mumford  y. 
Tri-State  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919C,  6 — ^procedure, 

8;  return,  241,  243,  262,  278. 
Trout  Run  Water  Co.,  Kennedy  y; 

Tuckerton  y.  Tuckerton  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919C,  998 — service,  2. 
Tuckerton  Gas  Co.,  Tuckerton  v. 
Tucson  Farms  Co.,  Walker  y. 
Tulare  Lake  Water  Co.,  Clark  y. 
Tutwiler,  Re  (Tenn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  312 — const.  1.  45;  return,  220,  237, 

259,  282. 
Twelve  Mile  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  504 — depreciation,  58; 

discrim.  27. 
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Ukiah  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  922 — ^return,  97. 
Union  Dry  Goods  Co.  y.  Georgia  Pnb.  Service  Corp.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct> 
P.U.R.1919C,  60  (8.  c.  248  U.  S.  372,  63  L.  ed.  309,  —  A.LJL 
— ,  39  Sup.  a.  Rep.  117)— const.  1.  59,  68. 
Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Meissner  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Union  Elev.  R.  Co.,  Grossberg  v. 
Union  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)   P.U.R.1919C,  768 — service,  145. 

V.  PnbUc  Service  Commission   (U.  S.  Sup.  a.)   P.U.R.1919B,  315 
(8.  c.  248  U.  S.  67,  63  L.  ed.  131,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  24) — app, 
28;  inters,  com.  25;  secur.  iss.  36. 
Union  Stockyards  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919C,  941   (s.  c.  — 
Xeb.  —,  170  N.  W.  908)— const.  L  27,  95;   rates,  12,  322; 
stat.  2. 
▼•  State  R.  Commission.    See  Union  Stockyards  Co..  Re. 
Union  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.i:.R.19i9C,  900— 
autos.  1,  3,  13,  14,  17-19,  23;  monop.  19-22^ 
Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Coin.)  P.U.R.1919D,  758— diserim.  62,  63; 
rates,  344;  return,  175,  213. 
United  Farmers'  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1919B,  709 — 

rates,  45,  46;  teleph.  2. 
United  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Oceana  Farmers'  Mnt.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
United  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Bilusich  v. 

United  R.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919C,  74 — ^rates,  102,  119,. 
328,  335;  return,  8,  100,  185,  206;  service,  21;  valua.  38. 
Public  Service  Commission  v. 
United  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  264-— const  1.  33;  depreciation,^ 

22,  52;  rates,  151;  return,  6,  113,  142,  217. 
United  Railroads  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  282 

(s.  c.  249  U.  S.  517,  63  L.  cd.  739,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  361) 

app.  56;  em.  d.  2;  monop.  30,  31. 
United  States  Cooperage  Co.  v.  Maiden  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1019E,  49 — par- 

ties,  7;  pub.  util.  10,  11;  service,  108. 
United  States    Government  v.  Riverton  ConsoL  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  502 — rates,  395. 
United  States  R.  Administration,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  387 — service^ 
146. 
—Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.)  P.U.R,1919F,  56 — ^r.  r.  e. 
—Central  New  England  Ry.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  731 

— ^return,  57;  service,  175. 
—Delaware    &   H.    R.,    Re    (N.    Y,    2d   Dist.)    P.U.R.1919E,    555 — 

service,  174. 
— Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  Batavia  Chamber  of  Commerce  v. 
—New  York  C.  R.  R.,  Re   (N.   Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1031 — 

r.  r.  7. 
—New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Fitzgibbons  v. 
Hess  y. 

Washington  Mills  y. 
Urbana  &  C.  R.  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.n.R.1919E.  926— diserim.  64. 
Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  645 — depreciation  45; 
rates,  253;  return,  20;  valua.  8,  68,  86,  105,  188,  224. 
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Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919A,  235 — urates,  2M,  267, 
270,  280;  return,  251. 
Re  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919F,  72 — service,  191. 
Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Walters  y. 
Utatf  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)  P.UJL19190,  249 — urates,  293,  310. 

Valley  R.  Co.,  Mooie  ▼• 

Van  Brunt  Street  &  E.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  let  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  723 

— rates,  14;  return,  17,  55. 
Vandalia  R.  Co.  y.  Schnull  (Ind.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919C,  637   (s.  c.  — 

Ind.  — ,  122  N.  E.  22y) — parties,  9;  rates,  4,  194;  return,  218. 
Venner  y.  Michigan  R.  Commission   (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919E,  31 

(s.  c.  —  Mich.  — ,  172  N.  W.  567) — secur.  iss.  4. 
Versailles  Teleph.  Co.,  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Vincennes  v.  Central  States  Gas  Co.  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  169 — rates, 

250;   service,  127. 
Vincent-Bethel  Teleph.  Co.,  Hyde  v. 

Viola  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  47 — ^rate?,  170,  352. 
Virginia- Western  Power  Co.  v.  Com.  ex  rel.  Clifton  Forge  (Va.  Ct.  App.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  766  (s.  c.  —  Va.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  99  S.  B.  723) — 

const.  1.  82,  83;  rates,  130,  135. 

Walker  v.  Tucson  Farms  Co.  (Arik)  P.U.R.1919E,  350 — ^pub.  util.  23. 
Walters  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Idaho)    P.U.R.1919F,  64^— ev. 

2;  return,  200;  service,  71,  75,  77. 
Warren,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.K.1919F,  38— ^iscrim.  20. 

T.  Warren  Street  R.  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919B,  619— const.  L  33; 

return,  256. 
Warren  Street  R.  Co.,  Warren  v. 
Washington  v.  Pnblic  Utilities  Conunisaiott   (Ohio   Sop.  Ct.)    P.UJL 

1919F,  365  (8.  c.  —  Oliio  St.  — ,  124  N.  E.  46)— commissions, 

18;  rates,  8,  9,  121,  122. 
Washington  &  R.  R.  Co.,  Heaton  v. 
Washington  Electric  Co.,  Siegfield  y. 

Washington  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919C,  976 — ^return,  312. 
Washington  Mills  v.  United  States  R.  Administration  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  638 — ^return,  219. 
Washington  R.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1919F,  751 — apport. 

19;  rates,  162,  332;  return,  39,  107,  206. 
Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.R1919D,  672 — rates,  161,  343;  return,  71,  115,  244, 

320. 
Waukesha  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Snyder  v. 
Waverly,  S.  &  A.  Traction  Co.,  Spencer  ▼. 
Wayland-Steuben  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  162 — 

const.  1.  60;  rates,  196. 
Wayne  Sewerage  Co.,  Wayne  Title  &  t,  Co.  y. 
Wayne  Title  &  T.  Co.  y.  Wayne  Sewerage  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919D,  404 

—const.  1.  80;  d^reciation,  51:  rates,  321;  return,  170,  318. 
Webb  Bros.  Co.  v.  CaUfomia-Oregon  Power  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.I1.1919F, 

407'-^commi8sions,  37;  estop.  1. 
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Weimer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Metropolitan  Ediion  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  553 — urates,  195. 
Wells  Power  Co.,  Re.     See  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  light  Co.,  Re. 
West  Allis  V.  West  Allia  Gas  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  370 — reparation, 

7;  service,  82,  117,  118,  131. 
West  Allis  Gas  Co.,  West  Allis  v. 
Westchester  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)   P.UJEL19190,  1034 — 

rates,  334. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  v. 
Westcott  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  733 — ^pub.  utiL 

21;  rates,  72,  123. 
West  End  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Hough  v. 

Western  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  76 — rates,  289,  290. 
Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.191(>B,  486 — return,  65. 
Westfield,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U.R.1919B,  34 — 

rates,  240. 
Westinghouse  Electric  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Binghamton  R.  Co.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919C,  780   (s.  c  '255  Fed.  378) — rates,  13,  19,  64,  75, 

329;  return,  14,  345. 
Westminster  t.  Consolidated  Pub.  Utilities  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  506 

—depreciation,  14;  rates,  155;  return,  198,  342;  service,  4,  63, 

116;  valua.  39,  66,  96,  193,  221,  225,  238. 
West  Penn  Power  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  692— oommissions,  17. 
West  Virginia  &  M.  Gas.  Co.  v.  Towers  (Md.  a.  App.)  P.U.R.1919D,  332 

(s.  c.  —  Md.  — ,  106  Atl.  266) — ^inters,  com.  6. 
West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.UJL1919E,  96 

—const.  L  40;  rates,  225;  return,  63,  117,  187,  242;   valua. 

36,  124. 
Morgantown  v. 
White&h  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.^  P.U.R.1919C,  924— cross- 
ings, 8. 
Wickett  V.  Judge.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  594 — service,  69,  72, 

73,  88. 
Wilkins  v.  Claremont  GasUght  Co.  (N.  H.)   P.UJL1919C,  772 — ^paym. 

9,  10;  rates,  206,  210. 
Williams  v.  Iowa  Palls  Electric  Co.  (Iowa  Sup.  Ot.)  P.U.R.1919C,  601 

(s.  c.  —  Iowa,  — ,  170  N.  W.  815) — ^app.  2,  6;  inj.  3;  parties, 

6. 
Wilmington  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Robertson  y. 
Winner  Mill.  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.UJL1919E,  886 

— const.  1.  20;  parties,  11;  service,  177. 
Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919B,  318 — 

depreciation,  46;  discrim.  49;  rates,  256-258;  return,  114;  serv- 
ice, 132,  134;  valu^,.  40. 
Wisconsin  Pub.  Service  Co.,  SkogUad  v. 

Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  640 — urates,  857. 
Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJE1.1919B,  224 

«— apport.  2,  3;  depreciation,  19;  pub.  util.  4;  rates,  137,  163, 

223;  return,  72,  88,  96;  valua.  63,  182,  241. 
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Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919A,  652 — deprecia- 
tion, 37;  discrim.  28;  paym.  7;  rates,  233;  return,  79,  301; 
service.  111;  valua.  73,  99,  183,  209,  233. 

Wood  County  Telcph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  226 — service,  226. 

WoodhuU  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  122 — return,  196,  329. 

Worcester  v.  Worcester  Gaslight  Co.  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  563 — return,  91. 

Worcester  County  Gas  Petition,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Gomrs.) 
P.U.R.1919B,  569 — rates,  3,  132. 

Worcester  Gaslight  Co.,  Worcester  v. 

Taquina  Bay  R.  &  Lumber  Co.,  Re   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919E,  876— acctg. 

J6;  rates,  236,  237,  241,  243;  sale,  1. 
York  Haven  Water  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  193 — certif.  con- 

ven.  13. 
Young  V.  Hyde  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.UJl.19190,  659 — service, 

216. 
Yuma,  Yuma  Gas,  Light  &  Water  Co.  v. 
Yuma  Gas,  Light  &  Water  Co.  v.  Yuma  (Ariz.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919G, 

446  (B.  e.  —  Ariz. '—,  178  Pao.  26) — urates,  80. 
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Abbotsford  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1502,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1033. 
Abbott  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7491,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
972. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  9052,  April  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  903. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1910D,  1049. 
Abingdon  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8667,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1012. 
Abington  Electric  Co..  Dean  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
Ada  Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Order  No.  1557,  Cause  No.  3640, 

April  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
Adams,  A.  &  W.  F.  &  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3097,  Dec.  30, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3097,  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1910B,  4.50. 
Adaina  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-232,  Order  Xo.  541, 
Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
id.   (Idaho,   Case   F-232,  Order   No.   541,   Dec.   26,   1918)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  139. 
Addison  v.  Addison  Gas  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6628,  Oct. 

24,  1918)  P.U.R,1919A.  988. 
Addison  Gas  &  P.  Co.,  Addison  v.  (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.IOIOA,  988. 
Ader,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3925,  March  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3925,  March  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3925,  March  31,  3919)  P.U.R.1919C,  870. 
id.   (Ind.  Xo.  3925,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  63. 
Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp..  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6646, 
Dec.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6672,  April  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

995. 
id.   (N,  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6848,  June  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1003. 
id.  Amsterdam  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.  Saratoga  Springs  v.  (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
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Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp.,  Saratoga  Springs  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.) 
P.U.R.1919E,  261. 
id.  Saratoga  Springs  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  627. 
Advance  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1582,  Aug.  14,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1006. 
Affeldt,  Re  (Wis.  WP-80,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 
Aguilar  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Colo.  Decision.  No.  188,  Investigatioii  &^ 
Suspension  Docket  No.  16,  July  12,  1918)  P,U.R.1919A,  971. 
id.   (Colo.   Decision   No.    188,  Investigation   &   Suspension   Docket 

No.  16,  July  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.  (Colo.  Decision  No.  188,  Investigation  &  Suspension  Docket  No. 
16,  July  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1918B,  543. 
Ainsworth  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  1846,  May  24,. 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1028. 
Ainsworth  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3893,  July  9,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
Ajax  Gasoline  Co.,  Kano  Oil  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 
Akeley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Akron  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6563,  Oct.  16, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
Albany  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7105,  Aug.  21,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  992. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7118,  Oct.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6568,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  523. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6568,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B^ 

524. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6568,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R,1919B^ 

642. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6668,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 

860. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7152,  Feb.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C.  1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7163,  Feb.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-57,  April  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  (El-69,  April  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7211,  Aug.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
id.  Wynantskill  Hydroelectric  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
1005. 
Albany  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4025,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4025,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  631. 
Albion  V.  Hines  (111.  No.  8958,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
Albion  Electric  Light  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8617,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  973. 
Albright  v.  Germantown  Steam  Heat  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1775,  Oct.  16,  1918)    P.U.R.1919D,  567. 

id.  y.  Germantown  Steam  Heat  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1776,  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  569. 

AldenBatavia  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6660,  Oct. 

15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  954. 
Alder  Creek  R.  Co.,  Walters  v.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  1040. 
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Alexandria  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (La.  Order  No.  2238,  No.  2802,  Nov.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  994. 

id.   (La.  Order  No.  2262,  No.  2856,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.191»6, 

1056. 
Id.   V.   Railroad   Commiasioii    (La.   Sup.   Ct.   1918,   148   La.    1067, 

79  So.  863)   P.U.R.1919B,  100. 
id.   V.  Railroad   Commission    (La.   Sup.   Ct.   1918,   143  La.   1067, 

79  So.  863)   P.U.R.1919B,  101. 
id.   V.  Railroad   Commissiim    (La.   Sup.   Ct.   1918,   143   La.    1067, 
79  So.  863)  P.U.R.1919D,  636. 
Alexandria  Teleph.  CJo.,  Re  (Minn.  Oct.  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Alfred,  Re  (Mich.  D-1317,  July  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 

id.   (Mich.  D-1325,  July  31,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
AJlegan  County  (5as  Co.,  Otsego  v.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
All  Electric  Interurban  R.  Cos.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4691,  July  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1047. 
All  Electric  Pub.  Utilities  in  Ulinoifl,  Re   (111.  General  Order  No,  69, 

June  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
Allen  County  y.  Grand  Rapids  &  X.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  1009,  Feb.  10, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  999. 

Allen  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4208,  Dec.  31, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  973. 

Alliance  Gas  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  24. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  425. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  428. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  623. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  632. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  543. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  662. 

id.   (Ohio,  Formal  Case  No.  721,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  749. 

All   Nebraska  Roads,   Nebraska-Iowa   Fruit  Jobbers   Asso.  v.    (Neb.) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1040. 
All  Railroads,  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
All  Railroads  Operation  in  South  Carolina,  Re   (S.  C.  Order  No.  176, 

Jan.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
All  Teleph.  Cos.,  Re   (Or.  U-F-260,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  532,  Aug. 

20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1003. 
All  Teleph.  Corps.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6798,  March  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
Almond  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1174,  July  25,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
169. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1174,  July  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  161. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1174,  July  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1174,  July  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  860. 
Alpaugh  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  City  Water  &  Improv.   Co.    (Cal.  Decision 
No.  5921,  Case  No.  1140,  Nov.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
id.  V.  City  Water  &  Improv.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5921,  Case 
No.  1140,  Nov.  14,  1918)   P.U.R,1919B,  1047. 
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Alpaugh  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  City  Water  &  Improv.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 

5921,  Case  Xo.  1140,  Nov.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
Alpena  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3409,  April  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1059. 
AltaVista  Light  &  P.  Corp.,  Re    (Va.  Case  No.  778,  Jan.  28,  1919) 

P.U.R.1019A,  077. 
Alton  &  St.  L.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8226-A,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  8226-B,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
Altona  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8699,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1012. 
Alton,  G.  &  St.  L.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (HI.  No.  8226-A,  July  30,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  624. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8680,  Nov.  6,  1918)   P.UJL1919A,  979. 
id.   (111.  No.  8226-A,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  136. 
Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8169,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.19190, 

879. 
Alton  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8681,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Alvin  Grain  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (111.  Xo.  8550,  Nov.  19,  1918)   P.UJl. 
1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  8969,  April  14,  1919)  P.U.R,1919D,  993. 
Amador  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6065,  Appli- 
cation No.  4119,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.UJL1919B,  1002. 
Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  v.  Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co.  (Utah,  Special  Docket 

No.  9,  Aug.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  234. 
Amending  Order  No.  804,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  Na  3607,  Order  No.  1538, 

Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  570. 
American  Colony  Canal  ft  Irrig.  Co.  v.  Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Corp. 
(Cal.   Decision  No.   6226,   Case   No.   1230,   March  26,    1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
American  Condenser  &  E.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6543, 

Sept.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  969. 
American  Exp.  Co.,  Henderson  Coal  Co.  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  288. 
American  Petroleum  League  v.  McAdoo   (Iowa,  File  B-994,  April  14, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  564. 
American  R.  Asso.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4326,  Feb.  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1000. 
American  R.  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  86,  Sept.  7,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  569. 
id.   (La.)   Order  No.  2239,  No.  2806,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

985. 
id.   (Miss.  March  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6828,  June  6,  1W9)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1048. 
id.  Orange  County  Ice  Cream  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1048. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919D,  768. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1019E,  288. 
id.  Victor  Bd.  of  Trade  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
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American  Secur.  &  T.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  326,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2042, 
May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1022. 
id.  (D.  C.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2042,  Order  No.  335,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1033. 
American  Soc.  v.  Pierce  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Aug.  5,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  160. 
American  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  January  20,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  590. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8566,  Sept.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  9G7. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1569,  Dec.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  994, 
id.  (lU.  No.  9046,  April  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1066. 
id.  (111.  No.  9039,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 
American  Warehouse,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6209,  Application  Nos. 

4331-4336,  March  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Amity  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Or.  U.F.245,  P.   S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

641,  Oct.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Amsterdam  v.  Adirondack  <  Electric  Power  Corp.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dlat.  Case 
No.  6575,  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.  y.  Chuctanunda  Gaslight  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6571, 
Jan.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  877. 
Anaconda  Copper  Min.  Co.  v.  Butte,  A.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No. 
705,  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.  v.  Butte,  A.  ft  P.  R.  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  Na  705,  May  21, 
'  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Anchor  Ice  &  Packing  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8153,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1036. 
Anderson,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4339,  Feb.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1026. 

id.  V.  Warren  &  J.  Street  R.  Ck).   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6626, 
March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Androscoggin  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Me.  C-54,  Oct  10,  1918)  P.XJ.R.1919B, 

1033. 
Androscoggin  Lakes  Teleph.  A  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-321,  Nov.   2, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 
Andro8cog«?in  Pulp  Co.  v.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  232, 

April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Annandale  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Oct.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1005. 
Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1312,  May  14,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 
1027. 
id.   (Mich.  0-7077-79,  Sept.  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  985. 
Ansley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (N^.  Application  No.   3306,  Dec.   2,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  1007. 
Antigo  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1373,  Oct  81,  1918)    P.UJEL1919A, 

977. 
Antigo  Teleph.  Corp.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1371,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.UJL1919A, 

1009. 
Antwerp  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4261,  April  3,  1919)  P.UJL1919B, 
1014. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4261,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1917F,  170. 
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Apache  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  603,  March  17,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1020. 
Appalachian  Power  Co^  Re  (Va.  Case  No.  782,  June  26,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919E,  1019. 
Appleton  City  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1777,  Dec.  7,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1777,  Dec.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1777,  Dec.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  644. 
Application  for  Certificates  of  Public  Convenience,  Re   (Nev.  Applica- 
tion Nos.  19,  29,  30,  39,  40,  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  976. 
Arcade  &  A.  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7121,  Nov.  2,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7209,  July  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7215,  Aug.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
Arcadia  &  B.  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1277,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919B,   1041. 
Ardmore  v.  Wyoming  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.    (S.  D.  No.  3632,  Sept.   19, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
A.  R.  Q.  Bus  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5792,  Application  Nob.  3976, 
4030,  Sept.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  50. 
Id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6523,  Application  No.  4779,  July  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  973. 
id.  White  Bus  Line  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919C,  922. 
id.  White  Bus  Line  v.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  196. 
Argos  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4405,  May  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1015. 
ArgOB  Waterworks  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4404,  April,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  1043. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4404,  April,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1066. 
Arizona  &  N.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Special  Order  No.  100,  Nov.  29, 

1018)   P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
Arizona  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  499,  June  4,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  444, 
Arizona,  C.  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  337,  May  17,  1918) 
P.UJ1.1919A,  660. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  337,  May  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  427. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  337,  May  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  645. 
Arizona  Corp.  Commission,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  550,  March  18,  1919) 
P.UJEL1Q19D,  1006. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  550,  March  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Arizona  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  568,  Nov.  30,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1015. 
Arizona  Power  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  584,  Dec  31,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1019. 
Arizona  Steam  Generating  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  388,  Sub.  1,  April 

24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1006.  . 
Arkansas  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Cooley   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Ark.  — , 

211  S.  W.  664)   P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
Arma  C.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2666,  Dec.  19,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1014. 
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Armour  &  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8590,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  968. 

id.  (ni.  No.  8690-A,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  968. 
Armstrong  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Feb.  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1014. 
Aroostook  Teleph.   &  Teleg.   Co.,  Re    (Me.   U-310.1,   U-311,  U-311.1, 

Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Aroostook  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  477,  1,  April  21,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  1066. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  306,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 
Arrowsmith  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8123,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

661. 
A*bury  Park  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.    (N.  J.  Dec.  3,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Ash  Grove  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1728,  Dec.  21,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1006. 
Ashland  Light,  Power  &  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1414,  Sept.  28,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  120. 
Ashland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9133,  Sept.  9, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1000. 
Ashland  Water  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1467,  Jan.  28,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

871. 
Associated  Terminals  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   6053,  Applications 
Nos.  3703,  3804,  3711,  3712  and  3736,  Jan.  14,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919B,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.   Decision   No.   6053,  Applicaticm  Nos.   3703,  3804,   3711, 
3712  and  3736,  Jan.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  695. 
Assumption  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.   v.  Christian   County  Teleph.   Co.    (111. 

No.  8627,  Feb.  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Astoria  v.  Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  465, 
P-786,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  466,  F-783,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  960. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  467,  F-784,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  96L 
Astrid  Rosing,  Re   (111.  No.  9420,  Sept.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
Atchafalaya  v.  Morgan's  Louisiana  &  T.  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  No.  2283, 

No.  2876,  June  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5739,  Application  No. 
4026,  Sept.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
id.   (111.  No.  8483,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  561,  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 
id.   (111.  No.  8542,  Dec.  17^  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3679,  March  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
.  id.   (111.  No.  8924,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  291. 
id.   (111.  No.  9331,  Sept.  15,*  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  1027. 
id.  Kennedy  v.   (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919D,  568. 
id.  Moore  v.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1919C,  307. 

id.  V.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Okla.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  ,  176 

Pac.  393)  P.U.R.1919D,  705. 

id.  V.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Okla.  —,  —  A.L.R, ,  176 

Pac.  393)  P.U.R.1919E,  283. 
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Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Okla.  — , 

—  A.L.R.  — ,  176  Pac.  393)  P.U.R.1919B,  291.     . 
Athens  County  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1502,  April  23,  1919 > 

P.U.R.1919F,  980.  ' 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1654,  April  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1021. 
Atlanta  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8605,  April  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1060. 
Atlantic  City  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1019A,  981. 
Atlantic  City  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
Atlantic  City  R.  Co.,  Balbach  Smelting  &  Ref.  Co.  ▼.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  996. 
Atlantic  Coast  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Aug.  20, 1918)  P.UJ1.1919A, 

266. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
981. 
id.  Asbury  Park  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Atlantic  County  Water  Co.,  Re    (N.  J.  June  10,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

212. 
id.   (N.  J.  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
Atlantic  Ref.  Co.  v.  Hines   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2871,  Aug.  12, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
Atlantic  Shore  Line  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  487,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1007. 
Attala  County  v.  United  States  R.  Administration    ( Miss.  No.  5068, 

Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1026. 
Attica  Electric  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4361,  Feb.  10,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1028. 
Attica  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1232,  Dec.  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
Attica  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.  Case  No.  6562,  Oct.  15, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  954. 
id.*  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6283,  Jan.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1036. 
Attleboro  Gaslight  Co.  Corp.,  Re   (Mass.  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

987, 
Auburn,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4342,  Feb.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
Auburn  &  S.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7111,  Sept.  24, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6074,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  607^,  Aug.  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

994. 
Auburndale  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1546,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1030. 
Auburn  Sewerage  Dist.,  Re  (Me.  U-361,  July  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1041. 
Auburn  Teleph.  Go.,  Re   (IlL  No.  9008,  Sept.  9,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,. 

1000. 
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Aue  V.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6765,  May  15,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  628.  ' 

August  Oil  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6480,  Application  No.  4406,  July 

3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Auld  V.  Steffen   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6832,  Case  No.  1262,  Oct.  3,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
Aurora  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3541,  April  12,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1060. 
Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.  No.  7532-A,  July  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
255. 
id.   (111.  No.  8626,  Sept.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1019. 
id.   (111.  T-434,  Oct.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.   (111.  T-436,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.   (111.  No.  9053,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  9217,  June  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 
id.  V.  Elmhurst  (HI.  No.  8891,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
id.  V.  Villa  Park  (111.  No.  8892,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
id.  Western  Casket  Hardware  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1022, 
Aurora,  P.  &  J.  R.  Co.,  Re  (ID.  Xo.  8799,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1023. 
Austin  Exp.  &  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8638,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1022. 
Austin  Inland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1886,  July  9,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  lp28. 
Automatic  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8547,  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.UJl. 
1919A,  1022. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8675-8677,  March  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  993. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8675-8677,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8675-8677,  March  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
Ava  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1732,  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  974. 
Avon  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  July  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
Bachelor's  Hall  Teleph.  Co.,  Com.  v.    (Va.)   P.U.R.1919A,  159. 
Bacon,  Re   (Wyo.  No.  97,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
Badger  State  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1627,  Sept.  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1005. 

Badger  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-14o6,  Jan.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 

Baker  White  Pine  Lumber  Co.  v.  Sumpter  Valley  R.  Co.   (Or.  P.  S.  C. 

Or.  Order  No.  484,  F-773,  Jan.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  997. 

Balbach  Smelting  &  Ref.  Co.  v.  Atlantic  City  R.  Co.    (N.  J.  Nov.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  995. 
Baldwyn  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5020-^,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1006. 
Baltimore  &  0.  C.  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8765,  Dec  4,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  8629,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919B, 
1042. 
id.   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2114-1918,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  997. 
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Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  v.  Carnegie  Steel  Co.  (U.  S.  Diet.  Ct.  1918,  251 
Fed.  682)  P?U.R.1919D,  571. 
id.  Hyndman  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.  Thompson  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Baltimore  Transit  Co.,  Re  (Md.  Case  No.  547,  Order  No.  4607,  Jan.  7, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  970. 
Bamberger  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (UUh,  Permit  No.  33,  March  13,  1910) 
P.U.R.1919B,  997. 
id.   (Utah,  Permit  No.  37,  Aug.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.IOIOF,  983. 
Bandon  Power  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-205,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  406,  June 
24,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  120. 
id.   (Or.  U-F-205,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  406,  June   24,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  121. 
id.  (Or.  U-F-205,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  406,  June  24,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  749. 
id.   (Or.  U-F-205,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  406,  June  24,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919E,  286.  .    . 

Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  473,  March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.19190, 
1067. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  502,  Sept.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  980. 
Bangor  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Hartzell  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1058. 
Bangor  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-224,  July  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1005. 
Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  455,  Nov.  9,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  980. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  208,  Dec.  23,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  980. 
id.   (Me.  F.  0.  208,  Dec.  23,  1918)   P.U.R.1918B,  533. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  468,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
id.   (Me.  R:,R.  483,  May  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
id.   (Me.  R.R.  485.1,  June  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.   (Me.  U-339,  Sept.  23,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919F,  1016. 
id.  Bartlett  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
id.  Conquest  v,  (Me.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
Barber,  Re  (111.  No.  9246,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
Barham,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3724,  Order  No.  1583,  Aug.  28,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
Bark  River  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1465,  Jan.  15,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  531. 
Barnes,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  159,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1910D,  992. 
Barnes  Electric  Light  Plant,  Re   (Me.  U-345,  April  18,  1919;   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1051. 
Bamett,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6094,  Application  No.  3915,  Jan.  29, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6094,  Application  No.  3915,  Jan.  29,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
Barrett  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Oct.  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Barstow  Utility  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6339,  Application  No.  3892, 

May  14,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1003. 
Bartee  Tie  Co.  v.  Jackson   (111.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  281  111.  452,  117  N.  E. 
1007)  P.U.R.1919E,  676. 
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Bartlesville  Interurban  R.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3719,  Order  No. 

1668,  June  5,  1919)   p1uJ1.1919D,  1034. 
Bartlett  v.  Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.    (Me.  F.  C.  108,  Aug.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
Barton,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  170,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  991. 
Bartonville  Bus  Line,  Re   (111.  No.  8428,  Feb.  5,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

989. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8423,  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 
Basco  Blectnc  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8945,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1017. 
Baseett-Springview  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3730,  Nov. 

29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1007.- 
Basswood-Eagle  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1609,  March  8,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1016. 
Bates  V.  Warren  County  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.   (111.  No.  8457,  June  8, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1047. 
Bates  City,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1706,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Batesville  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4260,  Dec.  26,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

990. 
id.   (Ind.   No.   4709,   Sept.   10,   1919)    P.U.R,1919F,  997. 
Bath  &  B.  Light  &.  P.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U-339,  March  20,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1910C,  106C. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  245,  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.r.R,1919E,  1021. 
id.   (Me.  C.  66,  Aug.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 
Battle  Creek  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Neb.   Application   No.   3946,  Aug.  23, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Baxter,  Re  (Mich.  D-1320,  May  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1042. 
Bay  City,  Re   (Mich.  C-7077-32,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
Bayfield  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1610,  Sept.  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1005. 
Bayfield  [Men's  Club  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2236, 

Sept.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2044,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1035. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  502,  Sept.  25,  1919)  PXr.R.1919F,  994. 
Beach  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  967,  April  23,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1003. 
Beach  wood  v.  Ocean  County  Gas  Co.   (N.  J.  March  20,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1000. 
Beal,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6944,  Aug.  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

977. 
Bealmer  &  Xewmyer,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1922,  Sept.  16,  1919)   P.U.R, 

1919F,  991. 
Beatty  v.  Louisville  &  X.  R.  Co.   (Ky.  Ct.  App.  1917,  176  Ky.  100,  195 

S.  W.  487)    P.U.R.1919E,  89. 
Beaver  Brook  v.  Cliicaj^'o,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2417,  March 

3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
Beaver  Dam  Fuel  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-J349,  Aug.  24,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  264. 

> 
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Beaver   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1440,  Dec.    2,   1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
Beayer  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  Na  3737,  Jan.  11, 

1919*^)  P.U.R.1919A,  1007.  , 

Bedford  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Interstate  Pub.  Service  Co.    (Ind. 

No.  4238,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
Bedford  Stone  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4596,  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1047. 
Beegon,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8030-19,  Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Bell,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  125,  March  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  990. 

id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6374,  Application  No.  4568,  June  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919r,  999. 
id.  V.  Isbell   (Utah,  Case  No.  124,  March  10,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

090. 
Bell  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6892,  Application  No.  3979, 

Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
Belle  Plaine  v.  Northern  Power  Co.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Minn.  — , 

172  N.  W.  217)  P.U.R.1919E,  625. 
id.   V.  Northern  Power   Co,    (Minn.   Sup.   Ct.   1919,  —  Minn.  — , 

172  X.  W.  217)  P.U.R.1919E,  625. 
Belleville  v.  St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (111.  No.  7075,  Feb.   10, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Bellingham  v.  Fairhaven  City  Water  &  P.  Co.   (Wash.  No.  4731,  Dec 

19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  V.  Fairhaven  City  Water  &  P.  Co.   (Wash.  No.  4731,  Dec.  19, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Bellshaw  Farmers  &  Gleaners  Elevator  Co.  v.  Hines    (Ind.  No.  4427, 

June  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2173-1918,  Oct.  22, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  459. 

'  id.   (Nev.  Application  No.  17,  July  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
id.  East  Hickory  &  E.  Subscribers  of  Bell  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

968. 
Beloit  Water  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1449,  Nov.«27,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1048. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1474,  Nov.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Belshaw  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5784,  Applicati<»i  No. 

4061,  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
Belt  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  CJase  No.  1848,  May  81,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

209. 
Belvidere  v.  Belvidere  Teleph.  Co.,  (111.  Cases  6998,  7111,  July  16,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  660. 
Belvidere-Delaware  Bridge  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

946. 
Belvidere  Teleph.  Co.,  Belvidere  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  660. 
Bement  v.  Bement  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.    (111.  No.  9054,  June  2, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 

Bement  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Bement  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1081. 
Bender,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2554,  July  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  953. 
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Benedicto  v.  West  India  &  P.  Teleg.  Co.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.  1919,  256  Fed. 

417)  P.U.R.1919E,  621. 
Benham  v.  Saline  Electric  Co.   (HI.  No.  8757,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1047. 
Benicia  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6223,  Application  No.  4343, 

March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6223,  Application  No.  4343,  March  26,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919E,  55. 
Bent  Mountain  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Va.  Case  No.  775,  Jan.  27,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
Benton,  Re  (Me.  P.  C.  237,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
Bergen  Aqueduct  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Feb.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 

id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  218. 
Bergquist,  Re   (Mich.  No.  8030-33,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1007. 
Berkshire  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2305,  Dec.  10,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  981. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2428,  June  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2458,  July  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1042. 
Berlin  Water  Co.,  Thompson  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  622. 
Bemtheisel  v.  Manheim  Water  Co.'  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2425, 

June  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
Bertrand  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3706,  Dec.  31,  1918) 

P.U.R,1919A,  1007. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3706,  Feb.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3706,  May  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Berwick  &  S.  Falls  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-269,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1016. 
id.   (Me.  U-360,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1016. 
Besson,  Re   (Mich.  No.  8030-26,  June  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  8030-29,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1007. 
Bethlehem,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2239-1918,  Feb.  18,  1919/ 

P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
Bethlehem  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-542,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1017. 
Beverly  Hills  Utilities  C3o.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6412,  Application  No. 

4040,  June  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Bianco  v.  Brooklyn  Unipn  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2342,  Dea 

31,  1918)   P.U.'r.1919B,  1038. 
Bicknell,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4294,  Feb.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
Biddeford  &  8.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  468,  March  11,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  990. 
Big  Horn  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Greybull  v.  (Wyo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Billings,  Re   (Or." P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  513,  F-812,  June  1^,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 
BiningB  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  693,  Report  &  Order  No.  254, 

Jan.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
Billings  Utility  Co.,  Re   (Mont.  Docket  No.  701,  Report  &  Order  No. 

259,  Feb.  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  701,  Report  &  Order  No.  259,  Feb.  24,  1919) 

P.UJt.l919C,  873. 
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Billings  Utility  Co.,  Public  Service  CommiBsion  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  990. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919B,  641. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  858. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919B,  869. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919D,  664. 
Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Utah-Apex  Min.  Co.  v.    (Utah)    P.U.R.1919P, 

1008. 
Binghamtop  v.   Binghamton  Light,  Heat  &   P.   Co.    (N.   Y.   2d   Dist. 

Case  No.  6625,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1019F,  141. 
Binghamton  Light,  Heat  A,  P.  Co.,  Binghamton  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
Bird,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  198,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Birdsboro  Stone  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  ^R.   Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  1750,  April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1067. 
Birnamwood,  Re    (Wis.  U-1444,  Nov.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Bisbee  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  576,  Jan.  29,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  i002. 
Bishop   V.   Western    Wisconsin    Teleph.    Co.    (Wis.   U-1532,   June  17^ 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
Bissell    (B.  W.)   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4168,  Oct.  8,  1918)   P.UJEL1919A» 
990. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4168,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  337. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4168,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  522. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4665,  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
Black  Diamond  Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  Mo.   6470,  Application 

No.  4471,  June  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Black  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Van  Deusen  v.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1919P,  1003. 
Black  River  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5413,  Nov.  27» 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1034. 
Blackstone  Valley  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (R.  .1.  No.  456,  Dec.  30,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  472,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Blackwell,  Blackwell  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
Blackwell  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  v.  Blackwell   (Okla.  Order  No.  1536,  Cause 

No.  3481,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A, '989. 
Blairsville,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
Blanchardville,  Re   (Wis.  U-1447,  Oct.  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  977. 

id.   (Wis.  U-1447.  Oct.  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
Blandinsville    Switchboard    Co.    v.    Macomb    Teleph.    Co.     (111.    8822, 

June  30,  1939)   P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 
Bland  Teleph.  Co.,  Commission  v.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
Block  Island,  N.  &  P.  Transp.  Co.,  Re   (R.  I.  No.  492,  July  2,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  505,  Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  505,  Oct.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
Block  Island  S.  B.  Line,  Re   (R.  I.  No.  469,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R. 

191 9D,  1015. 
Bloomington,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4505,  May  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  663^601. 

/Google 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ I 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  617 

Bloomington  &  N.  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  9330,  July  31,  1919) 
P.0J1.1919B,  1019. 
id.  Paul  V.   (IlL)   P.UJ1.1919A,  776. 
Bloomington,  D.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Maroa  v.   (111.)   P,UJL1919A,  962, 
Blue  Mound  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8167,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  9161,  July  22,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
Blue  Mountain  Irrig.  Co,,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  41,  Oct.  19,  1918)  P.V.R. 
1919A,  1013. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  42,  Oct.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
Bluffton,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4822,  Sept.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Blumenthal  &  Co.  v.  Union  Traction  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4531,  June  14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Board  of  Chosen  Freeholders,  Re   (N.  J,  Feb.  4,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

996. 
Board  of  Commerce,  Re  (Mich.  No.  1880,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

984. 
Board  of  Public  Works,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4084,  Aug.  31,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  432. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4084,  Aug.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  433. 
Bodler  v.  New  York  State  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6551,  Dec. 

31,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A,  984. 
Boise  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-208,  Order  No.  628, 
Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  75. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-208,  Order  No.  528,  Sept.  80, 1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 
540. 
Boise  Valley  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-249,  Order  No.  536,  Nov. 
S9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  F-296,  Order  No.  588,  Sept.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 
974. 
•  Boone  County  Co-op.  Teleph.,  Poplar  Grove  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Booneville  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5053,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1028. 
Boonton  Gaslight  &  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

988. 
Boonville,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4567,  July  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
Booth,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  146,  March  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 

id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  175,  July  15,  1919)    P.U.R,1919E,  998. 
Boscobel  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1334,  July  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

159. 
Boskovich  v.  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  CJo.  (Utah,  Special  Docket  No.  13,  April 

3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2294,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  966. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2239,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  966. 
Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6638,  April  22,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6762,  May  1,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

980. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-628,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E.  1056. 
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Boston  A;  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Charlestown  (N.  H.  D-476,  Order  No.  016,  July 
7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
id.  Dover,  S.  &  R.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919C,  098. 
id.  Massachusetts  N.  E.  Street  R.  Ca  v.    (N.  H.)    P.U.R.1919C, 

998. 
id.  Nashua  Sfareet  R.  Co.  t.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1918B,  684. 
id.  Peabody  v.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Boston  Consol.  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  (Mass.  May  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  (Mass.  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 
id.   (Mass.  Oct.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Boston,  Q.  &  F.  R.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1413,  Nov.  22,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1027. 
Bourbon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Kos.  4803,  4804,  4824,  Sept.  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  979. 
Bowe  V.  Superior  Water  Asso.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  562,  Jan.  16,  1910) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
id.  V.  Superior  Water  Asso.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  562,  Jan.  16,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Boyle  V.  Thatcher  Water  Co.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  616,  Oct.  81,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
Bradburn,  Henderson  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1055. 
Bradley  v.  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.   (Utah,  Special  Docket  No.'  14,  June 

3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Brandon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1433,  Dec.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
Brantley  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   {Qa.  File  No.  13763, 

June  25,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 
Brant  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-243,  D-1330,  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919F,  980. 
id.  (Mich.  T-243,  D-1330,  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1018. 
Bratz  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2400,  Sept.  12,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
Brawiey  v.  Imperial  Valley  Gas  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6431,  Case  No. 

1294,  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Breckenridge  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.    (Colo. 
Case  No.  37,  Decision  No.  252,  M%y  27,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 
1025. 
Bremen,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4674,  Oct.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Bridgeport,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3127,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1009. 
Bridges,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  600,  Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
Bridgeton  &  M.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1053. 
Bridgeton  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  628. 
id.   (N.  J.  Nov.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  823. 
id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
*id.   (N.  J.  June  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
Bridgeton  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 

For  Table  of  Ceiaea  Digestedf  see  ante,  pp,  668^^60 1, 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  619 

Bridgewater  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  T-588,  Feb.  28,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Bridgton  &  S.  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  488,  July  8,  1019)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1026. 
id.  (Me.  R.  R.  490,  July  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
Brigham  City,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  138,  April  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1032. 
Bright,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6045,  Application  No.  4189,  Dec.  31, 

1918).P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
Brimfield  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (IH.  No.  9083,  July  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1004. 
id.  (111.  No.  9083,  July  22,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919E,  1037. 
Bristol  &  P.  Tramway  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3160,  July  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 
Brietol  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  468,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  976. 
id.   (R,  I.  No.  463,  Jan.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  485,  June  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  499,  Sept.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Broadalbin  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Scribner  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1048. 
Broadway    Taxicab    &    Messenger    Co.,    Re    (Mich.    I>-1286,    Jan.    14, 

1919)   P.U.R,1919A,  1028. 
Brockton  &  P.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2360,  Jan.  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Bronner,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8914-29,  July  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  2443,  Oct.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Lynch  v.    (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1048. 
Brookfield  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1672,  Nov,  25,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  542. 
Brookhaven,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  Case  No.  2023,  Sept.  26,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  964. 
Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2379,  July 

16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
Brooklyn  Edison  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2361,  Jan.  27,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2352,  Jan.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2361,  Feb.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  954. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2352,   Feb.  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2115,  April  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  2115,  April  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2115,  June  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1047. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2115,  July  25,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1047. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2115.  Aug.  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1047. 
id.   (X.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2115,  Oct.  10,  1919)    P.U.R J919F, 
1022. 
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Br<H>klyn  Heights  IT.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2226,  March 
26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1034. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2097,  April  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1034. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2378,  July  11,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1044. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  1801,  2323-2327,  July  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
Brooklyn  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1655,  Sept.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1004. 
Brooklyn  Union  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2366,  Sept.  9, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
id.  Bianco  V.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1088. 
Brooks,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6793,  Application  No.  3626,  Sept.  26, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 

id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6347,  Application  No.  4490,  May  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1033. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4542,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
id  V.  City  &  Suburban  R.  Co.  (Md.  Case  No.  1623,  Order  No.  4826, 
March  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
Brooks-Scanlon  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission    (La.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  143 

La.  1090,  79  So.  871)  P.U.R.1919D,  635. 
Brooksville  &  0..  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4678,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919E,  1028. 
Broojcville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4536,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1004. 
Brooten  Telepli.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Aug.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Brown  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Ca   (S.  D.  No.  3229,  July  2,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1062. 
id.  Patten  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
id.  Rickmond  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,'l018. 

id.  y.   Sacramento  Valley  West   Side  Canal  Co.    (Cal.   Case  No. 
1117,  Decision  No.  4726,  Oct  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1919E,^289. 
Browne  Mills  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  Nos.  3886,  3886,  Nov.  4,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  973. 
Id.   (Ind.  Nos.  3886,  3886,  Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  611. 
Brownsdale Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1058. 
Brownson,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6637,  Aug.  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
Browns-Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4663,  Aug.  6,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1028. 
Bruckner  v.  Union  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2343,  Dec.  31,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  969. 
Brule  County  Te^eph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3476,  April  12,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919C,  1060. 
Buess,  Re  (lU.  No.  8673,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
Buffalo  &  L.  E.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7179,  May  12, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 

id.  Pomfret  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
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Buffalo  East  Side  R.  Co.  v.  Buffalo  Street  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  Ct  App. 
1888,  111  N.  Y.  132,  2  L.R.A.  384,  19  N.  E.  63)  P.U.R.1919B, 
524. 
Buffalo  General  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Kl-52,  Sept.  23,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  975.     * 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Difit  Case  No.  6721,  Feb.  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 
1044. 
Buffalo,  L.  &  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6784,  March  27,^ 

1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Buffalo,  R.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6569,  Aug.  29, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6577,  Sept.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6411,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1072. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6782,  March  26,  1919)   ?.U.R.1919C, 

1072. 
id.  Lehigh  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.    (Pa.)   P.W.R.1919B,  101. 
id.  State  Highway  Dept.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919P,  988. 
Buffalo  Street  R.  Co.,  Buffalo  East  Side  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.) 

P.U.R.1919B,  524. 
Buffum  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1593,  Aug.  22,  1918)    P.UJt. 
1919A,  1005. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1592,  Nov.  9,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  662. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1592,  Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1592,  Nov.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  422. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1866,  Feb.  28,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Bullock,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6414,  Dec.  10,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1036.    . 
Bunceton  Ice,  Light  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1663,  Sept.  24, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  255. 

Bunge  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8986,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
Bunger  v.  Great ^Torthem  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  F-664,  Sept.  19,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1029. 
Burden  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Kan»  Docket  No.  2593,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1014. 
Burdett  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2835,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1001. 
Bureau  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9177,  July  14, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 

Burke's  Storage  Co.,  Re    (DI.  No.   9066,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1018. 
Burkhardt  Mill.  &  E.  P.  CJo.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1448,  Feb.  13,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1004. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1448,  Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  873. 
id.    (Wis.  U-1448,  Feb.  13,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  874. 
id.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.191P,  992. 
Burleson,  Cohen  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919C,  539. 

id.  V.  Dempcy   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  250  U.  S.  191,  63  L.  ed.  929, 
39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  511)   P.U.R.1919D,  726. 
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Burleson,  Heyman  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
id.  Kansas  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  726. 
id.  Kimble  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 
Burlington,  Burlington  Sewerage  Co.  v.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

687. 
Burlington  Sewerage  Co.  v.  Burlington    (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  N. 

J.  — ,  105  Atl.  210)  P.U.R.1919B,  587. 
Burmester,    Re    (Utah,   Case  No.   204,   July   12,    1919)    P.U.R.1919K, 

998. 
Burwell  v.  Madison  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Oct.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Busehini,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6613,  Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.ll. 

1919C,  50. 
Business  Glen's  Asso.  v.  Pawnee  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.  Informal  Complaint 

Xo.  5038,  March  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Butler-Rich  Hill  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1498,  Oct.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Butler  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3540,  April  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1060.  - 

Butte,  A.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Anaconda  Copper  Mini  Co.  v.   (Mont.)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1013. 
id.  Anaconda  Copper  Min.  Co.  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Butte  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-262,  Order  No.  573,  June 

21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
Butte  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  692,  Rq>ort  &  Order  No. 

250,  Nov.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  524. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  692,  Report  &  Order  No.  260,  Nov.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.   (Mont.  Report  &  Order  No.  270,  Docket  No.  718,  July  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E.  1019. 
Butte  Water  Co.,  Moebus  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919A,  573. 
Buzzard  v.  Pen  Argyl  Gas  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2364,  Feb. 

4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
Byron  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.   Co.    (S.  D.   No.  665,  May  12,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Byron  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8553,  Nov.   18,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1001. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8563,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  428. 
Cadott  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1068,  Aug.  23,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

160. 
Cain   (C.  F.)   Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4612,  Sept.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Cairo  v.  Cairo  Electric  &  Ti-action  Co.   (111.  No.  8769,  Feb.  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  567. 
id.  V.  Cairo  Electric  &  Traction  Co.    (111.  No.  8769,  Feb.  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
Cairo  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  9125,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1014. 
id.    (111.  No.  0126,  June  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 
Cairo  Electric  &  Traction  Co.,  Cairo  v.  illl.)  P.U.R.1919D,  667. 
id.  Cairo  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
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Cairo  Water  Co.,  Re  (ni.  No.  7767,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Calais  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  311,  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

990. 
Calais  Water  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  167,  Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E, 
131. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  167,  Sept.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919F,  167. 
Caledonia  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  G-37,  Sept.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
Calhoun,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6725,  April  1, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
991. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6730,  April  1,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919D, 
991. 
Calhoun   Gas   Co.,   Re    (Mich.    D-821,   March   4,   1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1029. 
California  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5986,  Application  No.  4126,  Dec. 

16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
California-Michigan  Land  &  Water  Ck>.,  Re    (CaL  Decision  No.  5891, 
Application  No.  4194,  Nov.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6467,  Application  No.  4713,  June  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6490,  Application  No.  4327,  July  11,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
California-Oregon  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6938,  Application 
No.  2541,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  966. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6484,  Application  No.  4196,  July  10,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
California  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5203,  Application 
No.  3500,  March  13,  1918)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6143,  Application  No.  4153,  Feb.  25,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
California  Wharf  &  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5738,  Ap- 
plication Ifo,  4013,  Sept.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6427,  Application  No.  4629,  June  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Calistoga  Electric  Co.,  Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.  v.    (Cal.  Ct.  App.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  56. 
Call,  Postal  Teleg.-Cable  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  P.U.R.1919E,  675. 
Callaway  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3775,  July  16,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
Callicoon  Independent  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6853, 

June  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
Calorific  Standard  or  Heating  Value  for  Gas,  Re  ( Conn.  Docket  No.  1447, 

Sept.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
Calumet  &  S.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8739,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1023. 
id.   (111.  No.  8813,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1024. 
id.   (111.  No.  9463,  Sept.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
id.  V.   Calumet  Western   R.  Co.    (111.   No.  8714,  Nov.   19,   1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
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Calumet  Western  R.  Co.,  Calumet  &  S.  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

957. 
Calva  Teleph  Co.,   Re    (111.  No.  8633,  March  18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1058. 
Cambridge  City,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  4110,  4111,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
973. 
id.   (Ind.  Nos.  4110,  4111,  Nov.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
id.   (Ind.  Nos.  4110,  4111,  Nov.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4603,  June  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Cambridge  Electric  Light  Co.,  Dewey  &  A.  Chemical  Co.  v.    (Mass.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
Cambridge  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  March  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 

id.   (Mass.  Sept.  19,  1919)  P.UJR.1919F,  995. 
Cambridge  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4263,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1039. 
Camden  y.  United  States   R.   Administration    (N.   Y.   2d  Dist.   Case 
No.  6786,  July  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  V.  United  States  R.  Administration    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 
6788,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
Camden  &  R.  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-333,  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1028. 
Cameron  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1783,  1202,  Dec  20,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1783,  1202,  Dec.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1910B,  544. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1783,  1202,  Dec.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  861. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1202,  1783,  Dec.  20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919E,  292. 
Campbell,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7091,  Aug.  3,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
995. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3767,  Dec.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
id.  V.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.    (Wis.)    Sup.  Ct  1919, 
—  Wis.  — ,  —  A.L.R.  — ,  170  N.  W.  937)  P.U.R.1919D,  622. 
Canadian  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  455.1,  Nov.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
999. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  Mo.  457.1,  Dec.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  471,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  475,  April  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056.      . 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  476.1,  April  14,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  489,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
Canton,  Re   (111.  No.  8682,  Feb.  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  995. 
Canton  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7634,  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
972. 
id.   (111.  No.  7530,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  947. 
id.   (111.  No.  7634,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
Cape  Girardeau  Northern  R.  Co.,  Scott  County  v.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B, 

480. 
Cape  May  Court  House  Ldfeht  &  Water  Co.,  (N.  J.  March  11,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
id.   (N.  J.  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
id.   (N.  J.  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1044. 
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Capital  City  Water  Co.,  Re   (Ma  1917,  5  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  619)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  214. 
Capital  Traction  Co..  Re  (D.  C.  F.  C.  No.  67,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2416,  Order 

No.  290,  Oct.  26,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
id.   (D.  C.  Order   No.   303,  Formal  Case  No.  21,  Jan*.   14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1910A,  979. 
id.   (D.  C.  Order  No.  312,  P.  U.  C.  ^o,  2371-32-,  March  5,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Cappuzzi,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  188,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
Carling,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  148,  June  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Carlisle  &  Mt.  H.  Street  R.  Co.,  Mt.  Holly  Springs  v.    (Pa.)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1006. 
Carl  Marty  &  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8663,  Nov.  18,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1000. 
Oarlock  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  Nos.  9092,  9101,  May  20,  1919)  P.UJt. 

1919E,  999. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  9092,  9101,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1033. 
Carnegie  Steel  Co.,  Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co.  v.  (U.  8.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  571. 
Carney  v.  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  3500,  Order 

No.  1666,  May  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1037. 
Carpenter  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (S.  D.  No.  3637,  Sept.  19,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1003. 
Carp  Lake  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1316,  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

980. 
id.   (Mich.  I>-1316,  July  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1017. 
Carrier  MUls  Utilities  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8589,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  8589,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
CarroU  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8548,  June  30, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
id.  (111.  No.  9227,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1014.  i 

Carter  v.  Geneva,  S.  F.  &  A.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6521, 

March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
CJdrtwright,  Re  (Mich.  T-211,  Jan.  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 
Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1820, 

Feb.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.  Mears  v.   (Mo.)   P.r.R.1919F,  137. 
Cascade  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.  U-1516,  June  3,   1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

.  1017. 
Casco  Bay  &  H.  Lines,  Re    (Me.  U-350,  May  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1009. 
Case   (J.  I.)    Threshing  Mach.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  R-243,  Jan.  20,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1049. 
Cash  V.  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Or.  — ,  179 

Pac.  909)  P.U.R.1919E,  88. 
Cass   County  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Mo.   Case   No.   1553,   Sept.   17,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1005. 
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Castle  Valley  Passenger  &  Exp.  Auto  line,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  167, 
June  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
id.  (Utah,  Case  No.  157,  June  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
Castlewocd  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3137,  Aug.  20,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  773. 
Catalina,  Re    (Utah,  Case  Xo.  201,  July  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
Cavour  Teleph.  JExch.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3446,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1059. 
Cayle  v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2253,  No.  2835,  March  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
CecU  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1417,  March  28,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  866. 
Celaya,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  552,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 
Center  Twp.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2558,  July  29,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  1003. 
Central  Bank  &  T.  Corp.  v.  Cleveland  (U.  S.  0.  C.  A.  1918,  252  Fed. 

630)   P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
Central  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9213,  July  23,  1919)   P.UJL 

1919E,  1038. 
Central  Counties  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6141,  Application  No. 

4308,  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.XJ.R.1919C,  1064. 
Central  Dist.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2032,  Aug. 
19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  956. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  794,  May  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Central  Electric  Traffic  Assc,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4401,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  1009. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4402,  July  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Central  Elevator  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9145,  June  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 
994. 
id.   (111.  No.  9232,  July  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1000. 
Central  Heating  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4647,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1022. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  212,  Sept.  24.  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6696,  Feb. 
18,  19:9)  P.U.R.1919C,  1070. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6630,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1071. 
id.  De  Crosta  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Central  Illinois  Electric  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8980,  June  4,  1919)  P.U.B. 
1919D,  994. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8980,  June  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  8980,  June  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1025. 
id.   (111.  No.  8990,  June  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
id.   (111.  No.  8990,  June  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1033. 
Central  Illinois  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8243,  Oct.  28, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  967. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8244,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  951. 
id.   (111.  No.  8244,  Oct.  28.  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
Central  Illinois  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8627,  Oct.  30,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  089. 
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Central  Illinois  Light  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  7198,  July  30,  1918)  P.UJt. 
1919B,  859. 

id.  (111.  No.  7198,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Cmtral  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  7932,  Dec.  17, 1918). 
P.U.R.1919A,  989. 

id.  (111.  No.  8762,  Dec.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  948. 

id.  (111.  No.  8210,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  990. 

id.  (111.  No.  8290,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  622. 

id.  (111.  No.  8176,  March  18,  1919  &  March  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1003. 

id.  (111.  No.  8203,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1060. 

id.  (111.  No.  8203,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 

id.  (111.  No.  8203,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  217. 

id.  (111.  No.  8203,  April  3,  1019)  P.U.R.1919F,  138. 

id.  (111.  No.  8204,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1060. 

id.  (111.  No.  8206,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 

Id.  (111.  No.  8947,  April  22,  1919)  P.li.R.1919D,  1023. 

id.  (111.  No.  9057,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 

id.  (111.  No.  9072,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 

id.  (111.  No.  9036,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  994. 

id.  (111.  No.  8211,  April  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  137. 

id.  (111.  No.  8182,  May  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 

id.  (111.  No.  8183,  May  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 

id.  (III.  No.  8183,  May  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 

id.   (111.  No.  8188,  May  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 

id.   (111.  No.  8188,  May  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  141. 

id.   (111.  No.  7618-A,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 

id.   (111.  No.  7618-A,  May  20,'  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  627. 

id.   (111.  No.  7600,  June  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 

id.   (111.  No.  8208,  June  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 

id.   (111.  No.  8042,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1001. 

id.   (111.  No.  8206,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1910F,  1007. 

id.   (111.  No.  8210.  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1910E,  1049. 

id.   (111.  No.  7619,  July  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  750. 

id.   (111.  No.  9105,  July  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1036. 

id.   (111.  No.  90.^7,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1037. 

id.   (111.  No.  8202,  July  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 

id.   (111.  No.  9343,  July  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1039. 

id.    (111.  No.  8211,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 

id.  Pratt  Bros.  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 

id.  Trovillion  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Central  Illinois  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9048,  June  17,  1919) 

P.r.R.1919E,  1055. 
Central  Illinois  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8574,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1023. 
Central  Illinois 'Utilities  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8424,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919C,  1064. 

id.   (111.  No.  7711,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
Central  Indiana  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4433,  April  7,  1919)   P.U.R, 
1919C,  1066. 
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Central  Indiana  Light  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4147,  Dec.  27,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  980. 
Central  Maine  Power  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-293,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1026. 
id.   (Me.  U-329,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1066. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  191,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  191,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
Central  Massachusetts  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Mass.  Nov.  7,  1918)    P.U.R.  ' 

1919A,  1027. 
Central   Power   Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application   No.   3124,   Oct.   19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  966.  ! 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3657,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3731,  Feb.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  991. 
Central  R.  Co.,  Re   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2446—1919,  Mty  20, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
id.  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  637.  , 

Central  Square  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6617,  | 

April  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
Central  Storage  &  Forwarding  Co.,  Re   (111.  .No.  9296,  July  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  9296,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1039.  , 

Central  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9360,  Sept.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.  ' 

1919F,  1012. 
Central  U.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8484,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  j 

1001. 
id.  (Ohio,  Administrative  Order  No.   38,  Jam   16,  1919)    P.U.B,  , 

1919D,  1017. 
id.   (111.  No.  8482,  Jan.  23,  1019)    P.U.R.1919A,  1002.  I 

id.   (111.  No.  8480,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1012.  ' 

id.   (111.  No.  8481,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.19inB,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  8483,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 

id.   (111.  No.  8487,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1012.  | 

id.   (111.  No.  8488,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.r.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  8488,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  8733,  Feb.  4,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  8478,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1612,  Feb.  7,  1910)   P.U.R.1919D,  1028. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1648,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1020. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4483,  April  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1044. 
id.   (111.  No.  9068,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1025. 
id.   (111.  No.  9031,  July  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
id.   (111.  No.  8479,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
id.   (111.  No.  9166,  July  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
id.   (111.  No.  9167,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1000. 
Central  Vermont  R.  Co.,  Waterbury  v.    (Vt.)   P.U.R.19I9A,  969. 
Central  Wisconsin  Supply  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  X.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2408, 

Dec.  10,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
Central   Wisconsin   Utilities   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1578,   June  28,   1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
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Certifying  Additional  Types  of  Electric  Current  Energy  Meters,  Re 
(N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  1100,  July  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1013. 
Chalmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4284,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 
879. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4284,  March  li>,  1919)  F.0.R.1919E,  W. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4284,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  131. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4284,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Muskogee  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Okla.  Order  No. 

1561,  Cause  No.  3686,  May  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Chandler  Water  &   P.   Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Docket   Nos.   553,'  554,   Dec.   5, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  950. 

id.   (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  553,  554,  Dec.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.  1919 A,  X015. 

id.   (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  553,  554,  Dec.  5,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
Chapelle  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3454,  May  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1017. 
Chapman,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6090,  Application  No.  4293,  Jan.  28, 

1919)  P.U.R.191,9B,  992. 

id.  V.  Imperial  Utilities  Corp.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6321,  Case  No. 
1193,  May  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,.1030. 
Charlestown,  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Charlestown  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
id.   (Mass.  April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
id.    (Mass.  July  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Charlottesville  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4700,  Aug. 

20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
Chatfield  v.  Hines   (Minn.  A-2447,  Aug.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
Chatham  v.  United  States  R.  Administration   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6737,  April  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Chautauqua  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7094,  Aug.  14,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7109,  Sept.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7109,  Sept.  20,  1918)  P.U.R,1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7172,  May  1,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
Cheadle  v.  Port  Blakely  Mill  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4687,  Jime  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Checotah  Water,  Light  &  Ice  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Order  No.   1648,  Cause 

No.  3631,  March  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Chelan  &  D.  Counties  v.  W'enatchee  Valley  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Wash.  No. 

4836,  Sept.  25,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Cheneyville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8604,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1022. 
Chesaning  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-246,  Sept.  18,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1482,  July  29,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1046. 
id.   (Md.  Case  No.   1564,  Order  No.  4434,  July  31,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  953. 
id.   (Md.  Case  No.  1564,  Order  No.  4434,  July  31,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  1026. 
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Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1523,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1019B,  994. 

id.   (Ohio,  Order  No.  2495,  Jan.  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 

id.  Wheeling  v.   (W.  Va.  Sup.  Ot.)   P.U.R.1919A,  866. 
Oiesterfield  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9378,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,. 
978. 

id.   (111.  No.  9378,  Sept  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 
Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8731,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,. 
1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  9113,  June  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 

id.   (HI.  No.  9114,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Chicago  &  C' River  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  T-438,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A^ 

999. 
Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8933,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,. 
1018. 

id.  (111.  No.  8893,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1049. 

id.   (111.  No.  9037,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 

id.   (111.  No.  9166,  June  4,  1919)   P.U.R.ipi9D,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  9293,  July  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 

id.  Dunnigan  v.   (Ind.)i  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

id.  Peabody  Coal  Co.  v.   (111.)  P.U.IL1919A,  1014. 

id.  West  Frankfort  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  958. 
Chicago  &  I.  Traction  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8600,  Dec.  4,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  980. 

id.   (111.  No.  8789,  April  22,  1919)*  P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 

id.  Crete  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Chicago  &  J.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8355,  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  993. 
Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  A-2396,  Nov.  22,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  969. 

id.   (111.  No.  8759,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8902,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 

id.  (111.  No.  9040,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 

id.  (111.  No.  9148,  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 

id.  (Wis.  R-2462,  July  18, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  4054,  July  21,  1919)  P.U.R,1919E,  1043. 

id.  (111.  No.  9301,  July  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1039. 

id.  (Mich.  D-828,  Sept.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1017. 

id.  (Mich.  C-7077-70,  Sept.  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  985. 

id.  Central  Wisconsin  Supply  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  998. 

id.  Citizens  v.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 

id.  Erickson  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 

id.  Ewald  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

id.  Grand  Rapids  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919A,  961. 

id.  Green  Bay  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  998. 

id.  Hurley  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 

id.  Kenosha  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 

id.  Key  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
'   "id.  Neenah  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 

id.  Peoria  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  480. 
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Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Pinthsch  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 

id.  West  Allis  V.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 

id.  Williams  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  676. 

id.  Wisconsin  Highway  Commission  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 

id.  Wolsey  Mill  &  Light  Co.  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
Chicago  &  W.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8860,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1024. 
Chicago  &  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8389,  Oct  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

999. 
Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  7815,  March  3,  1919)    P.UJl. 
1919B,   1027. 

id.   (111.  No.  8524,  Aug.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  993. 

id.  (111.  No.  7815,  Sept.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8743,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A, 
958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8744,  Jan-.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (III.  No.  8745,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  968. 

id.  (111.  No.  8746,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8747,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8748,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.r.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8749,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  958. 

id.  (111.  No.  8751,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 

id.  (111.  No.  8796,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  995. 

id.  (111.  E-966,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 

id.  (111.  No.  8784,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3859,  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1041 

id.  (111.  No.  8889,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  995. 

id.  (111.  No.  2490,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  10^4. 

id.  (111.  No.  8750,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  998. 

id.  (111.  No.  8991,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1045. 

id.  (111.  No.  9032,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  998. 

id.  (111.  No.  9338,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  10«9. 

id.  (111.  No.  9181,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  981. 

id.  (111.  No.  8776,  S^t.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  981. 

id.  Combs  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
'   id.  Cone  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919A,  909. 

id.  Faucett  Mill  Co.  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 

id.  Gund  (John)  Brewing  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 

id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 

id.  Hull  V.  (Mo.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.l^lOE,  88. 

id.  Spearfish  Mill  Co.  v.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919A,  443. 

id.  Swedlund  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
Chicago  City  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8765,  Jan.  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1023. 

id.   (111.  No.  8896,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1025. 
Chicago  Cold  Storage  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  6317,  July  31,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  990. 

id.   (111.  No.  6317,  July  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 

id.   (111.  No.  8654,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
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Chicago  Gravel  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  8764,  Sept. 

3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
Chicago,  G.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2619,  Sept.  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  1028. 

id.  (Minn.  A-2564,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 

id.  Mercer  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1019E,  1007. 

id.  New  Hampton  v.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Chicago  Heights  Gas  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  7694,  Nov.  20,  1918)    P.U.E. 

1919A,  986. 
Chicago  Heights  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8664,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  979. 
Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4287,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1044. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4551,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 

id.  (111.  No.  9174,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1035. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4701,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 

id.  Hollopeter  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 

id.  Pittsburgh  Coal  Co.  v.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 

id.  V.  Public   Service   Commission    (Ind.    Sup.   Ct.    1918,  —  Ind. 
—r  121  N.  E.  276)   P.U.R.1919E,  291. 
Chicago  Junction   R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.   8772,   Jan.   8,   1919)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  969. 

id,  (111.  No.  8871,  April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 

id.   (111.  No.  9300,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  989. 
Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  7328,  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  7328,  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  166. 

id.   (111.  No.  T328,  June  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  178. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4708,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.UJt.l919E,  1007. 
Chicago,  M.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Levings  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  987. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  Rr-2360,  Oct.  30,  1918)   P.U.R. 
19108,  1044. 

id.   (Wis.  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 

id.  (111.  No.  8974,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 

id.  (HI.  No.  9104,  May  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 

id.  (Minn.  A-2519,  June  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1052.   *    ^ 

id.  (111.  No.  9170,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 

id.  (Minn.  A-2566,  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 

id.  (Wis.  R-2472,  Aug.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

id.  (Minn.  A-2584,  Aug.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 

id.  (Wis.  R-2429,  Aug.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 

id.  (Wis.  R-2463,  Aug.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  987. 

id.  Bratz  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  444. 

id.  Bridgewater  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 

id.  Brown  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 

id.  Chicago  Gravel  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1910F,  1007. 

id.  Cresco  Commercial  Club  v.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

id.  Ehorn  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 

id.  Fortnightly  Club  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 

id.  Fulker  v.   (8.  D.)   P.U.R.1919A,  136. 

Per  T^le  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp,  S68'-601. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  633 

Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Green  Bay  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  998. 

id.  Heath  v.  (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 

id.  Hoye  v.   (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

id.  Keeley  v.  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 

id.  Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1910A,  1015. 

id.  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 

id.  Milton  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  998. 

id.  V.  Minneapolis  Civic  &  Commerce  Asso.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1918, 
247  U.  S.  490,  62  L.  ed.  1229,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  653)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  636. 

id.  V.  Minneapolis  Civic  &  Commerce  Asso.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1918, 
247  U.  S.  490,  62  L.  ed.  1229,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  663)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  629. 

id.  Nisle  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 

id.  North  Milwaukee  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011, 

id.  Ortonville  v.   (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 

id.  Pinard  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 

id.  Pribyl  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 

id.  Rost  V.   (S.  D.)    P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 

V.  Selby  Equity  Exch.  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 

id.  Smemos  v.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1060. 

id.  Twamley  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

id.  Waukesha  Lime  &  Stone  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 

id.  Wausau  Quartz  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
Chicago  Motor  Bus   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   8333,  July   17,  1918)    P.UJR. 
1919A,  1018. 

id.   (111.  No.  9403,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 
Chicago  N.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Porter  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Chicago  North  Shore  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8362,  July  24,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1018. 

id.   (111.  No.  8618,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U;R.1919B,  1009. 

id.   (111.  No.  9347,  July  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1040. 

id.   (111.  No.  9347-A,  July  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1040. 

id.   (111.  No.  9347,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 

id.  Kiefer  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Chicago,  0.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8805,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1022. 

id.   (111.  No.  8825.  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1023. 
Chicago  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8795,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1023. 

id.   (111.  No.  8903,  Feb.  5,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 

id.   (111.  No.  9357,  Aug.  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8697,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1023. 

id.   (111.  No.  8862,  Feb.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1025. 

id.   (111.  No.  8515,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  995. 

id.   (111.  No.  8954,  May  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 

id.   (111.  No.  9016,  May  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 

id.   (111.  No.  9861,  Sept.  25,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1013. 

id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
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Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2372,  Feb.  6,  1919)  P.U^. 
1919B,  998. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2464,  S.ept.  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  988. 
id.  Bayfield  Men's  Club  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
V.  Beaver  Brook  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
id.  V.  Burkhardt  Mill.  &  E.  P.  Co.   (Wis.  U-1601,  Sept.  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
id.  Dnimmond  &  Pratt  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
id.  Flambeau  River  Lumber  Co.  v.    (Wis.).  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.  Lorillard  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
id.  Madelia  Shipping  Asso.  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
id.  Plymouth  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
id.  Wascott  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.  Webster  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Chicago,  S.  B,  &  N.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4351,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1005. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4351,  April  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  878. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4876,  Oct.  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1016. 
Chicago  Shipping  &  Storage  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8663,  Nov.  18,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,   1000. 
Chicago  Storage  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8652,  Nov.  18, 1918)  P.U.R. 

1918A,  1000. 
Chicago  Surface  Lines,  Re  (111.  No.  8583,  Sept.  24,  1918)  P.UJEt.l919A, 

957. 
Chicago  Teleph  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4409,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1047. 
Chicago,  T.  H.  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.,  Stewart  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
Chicago  Union  Station  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8850,   Feb.  3,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  1024. 
Chicago  West  Pullman  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  8437,  Sept.   10,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
id.   (m.  E-lOOl,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
Chickasha  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1513,  Cause  No.  3561, 

Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
Chickasha  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3263,  Order  No.  1394, 
March  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1579,  Cause  No.  3747,  Aug.  18,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  994. 
Choctaw  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1560,  Cause  No.  3688, 

April  29,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Christian  County  Teleph.,  Assumption  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R. 

1919D,   1046. 
Christiansen  v.  Marion  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  U-1560,  Sept.  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Chuctanunda  (Jaslight   Co.,   Amsterdam  v.    (N.   Y.   2d  Dist)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  877. 
Churchville  Oil  &  Natural  Gas  Co..  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6873, 

July  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  976. 
Churubusco  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4482,  April  80,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919C,  1058. 
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Cincinnati  Cruehed  Stone  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(Ohio  Sup.  Ct  1917,  96  Ohio  St.  288,  117  N.  E.  217)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  89. 
Cincinnati,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9299,  Sept.  3,  1910)   P.CR. 
19197,  982. 
id.  Hite  v.  (HI.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  625. 
Cisco  Electric  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)    P,U.R.1919B, 
992. 
V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
Cisne  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8401- A,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1007. 
Citizens  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Minn.  A-2452,  Aug.  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
Citizens  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  Xo.  3657,  May  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1916C,  1060. 
Citizens  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  Xo.  1707,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.IL1919A, 
988. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1707,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  427. 
id.   (Me.  U-334,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4492,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1066. 
id.  Clawson  v.  (Ind.)  P.i;.R.1919E,  1048. 
Citizens  Gas,  Electric  &  H.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8076,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919A,  io;ii. 
id.   (111.  No.  8126,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
id.   (111.  No.  8126,  Nov.  6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919D,  667. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.IL1919B,  422. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  424i 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  425. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1919B,  428. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  429. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  526. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  528. 
id.  Piercy  v.   (III.)  P.U.R.1919B,  529. 
id.  Piercy  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  530. 
Id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  533. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U,R.1919B,  543. 
id.  Piercy  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  544. 
id.  Piercy  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
id.  Piercy  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  745. 
id.  Piercy  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  132. 
Citizens  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011.  ^ 

•   id.   (Mass.  Oct.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Citizens  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8236,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1012. 
id.  Southside  Teleph.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 
Citizens  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio.  No.  1478,  July  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1035. 
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Citizens  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  T-226,  Feb.  27,   1919)    P.U.R.191,9B, 
1014. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4128,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1000. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4160,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1065. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4494,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1058. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4636,  Aug.  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1000. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3996,  Sept.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4717,  Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
Citizens  Utilities  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8737,  Jan.  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 
991. 
id.   (IlL  No.  8737,  Jan.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
City  &  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Minn.  Feb.  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1014. 
City  &  Suburban  R.  Co.,  Re  (D.  0.  Formal  Case  No.  49)  P.U.R.1919F, 
938. 
id.  Brooks  v.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
City  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
City  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
City  Island  Motor  Bus  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2305,  Nov.  19, 
1918)    P.U.R.i:919A,  970. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2309,.  Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2309,  Dec.  11,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,. 

1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2355,  April  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 
1070. 
City  Light  &  Ice  Co.,  Re  (Ckla.  Cause  No.  3717,  Order  No.  1564,  May 

12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
City  Light  &  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  2040,  Sept.  27,  1919 > 

P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1480,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
City  Water  &  Improv.  Co.,  Alpaugh  Bd.  of  Trade  v.    (OaL)   P.UJL 
1919A,  1011. 
id.  Alpaugh  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  (Oal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
id.  Alpaugh  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  287. 
City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  140,  P.U.R.1917B,  624) 
P.U.R.1919E,  213. 
id.   (111.  No.  7160,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  347. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1205,  U-1405,  Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  433. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1205,  U-1405,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  860. 
id.  Ellis  V.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B,  346. 
id.  Ellis  V.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
City  Waterworks  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1380,  July  1,  1919)    P.U.R.1919K. 

1031. 
Clackamas  County,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  520,  F-813,  June 

21,1919)   P.U.R.1919E.  1012. 
Clark,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   5717,  Application  No.  3999,  Aug.  26^ 
1918)   P.U.R.1919C,  51. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  455,  F-764,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1043. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested f  see  ante,  pp.  S63^601. 

/Google 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ I 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  637 

Clark  County  Teleph  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1495,  April  29,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1060. 
Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.,  Re    (W.  Va.  Case  Ko.  656,  April  15, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
id.   (W.  Va.  Case  No.  656,  April  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  564. 
Clark  Water  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  551,  Nov.  27,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  946. 
Clatskanie  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  484,  U-F-213, 

Sept.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  253. 
Clawswi  V.  Citizens  Gas  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4337,  July  11,  1919)    P.ITJl. 

1919E,  1048. 
Clay  City  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4816,  Feb.  21,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1013. 
Clear  Lake  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.   3399,  May  20,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  1017.  / 

id.   (S.  D.  No.  3999,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
Clearwater  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  July  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
Cleveland,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  194,  Dec.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1049. 

id.  Central  Bank  &  T.  Corp.  v.  (U.  S.  0.  C.  A.)  P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-990,  April  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  1001. 
id.  (111.  No.  9235,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1035. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1322,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1042. 
id.   (111.  No.  9175,  Sept.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
id.  Eickhoff  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.119B,  996. 
id.  Equitable  Powder  Mfg.  Co.  v.   (III.)   P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.  Hurst  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
id.  Johnson  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
id.  Johnson  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 
id.  Joseph  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F,  987. 
id.  V.  Noll  (HI.  No.  8557,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
id.  Rigor  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
Clide  V.  Los  Angeles  &  S.  I.  R.  Co.    (Utah,  Case  No.  20,  March  11, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Cliff  Electrical  Distributing  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nob.  6453, 

6614,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1033. 
Clifford  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-209,'Dec.  6.  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Climax  CHtizens  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-228,  March  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1014. 
Clinton  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7432-A,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1021. 
Clinton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1486,  June  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 
1029. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1486,  June  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  142. 
Cloan,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  132,  May  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1910D,  99L 
Clover  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Webber  v.   (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1055. 
Cloverdale  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  U-F-230,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  540, 

Oct.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Coalport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Gates  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.'l919A,  126. 
id.  Gates  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  88. 
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Coast  Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5768,  Application 
.  No.  3923,  Sept.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  970. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6768,  Application  No.  3923,  Sept.  17,  1918 > 

P.U.R.1919B,  640. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6849,  Application  No.  4111,  Oct.  14,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6097,  Application  No.  4320,  Feb.  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
id.   (Cal.  No.  6323,  Application  No.  4268,  May  12,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  288. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6323,  Application  No.  4268,  May  12,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Coast  Valleys  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6193,  Application 
No.  4218,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  646^  Application  No.  4601,  June  30,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
Cobnrn   S.   B.   Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-343.1,  April   15,   191»)    P.UJL1919C, 
1067. 
id.   (Me.  U-366.1,  Aug.  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1910E,  1026. 
Oobum  Storage  &  Warehouse  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4204,  Nov.  SO,  1918  > 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Coco  T.  Oden    (La.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  143  La.  718,  79  So.  287)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  859. 
Coggeshall  Launch  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6231,  Application  No. 

4378,  March  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
Cohen  v.*  Burleson   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6734,  January  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  639. 
Cohoes  Power  &  Light  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3806^  Sept  19, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  427. 
Colby,  Re  (Wis.  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Colchester  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8936,  July  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 
Cole,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6931,  July  31,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919P, 
973. 
Id.  V.  Seneca  River  Power  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6774,  July 
24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Colfax  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4503,  May  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1025. 
Colfax  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8997,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1051. 
Colfax  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4371,  Feb.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
College  Park  Land  Co.,  Indianapolis  v.   (Ind.  Sup.  Ct)   P.UJL1919A, 

572. 
Collins  V.  Miami  County  Gas  Co.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct  1919,  —  Kan.  — ,  180 
Pac.  769)  P.U.R.1919E,  63. 
id.  Miami  County  Gas  Co.   (Kan.  Sup.  Ct  1919,  —  Kan.  — ,  180 
Pac.  769)   P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
Collinsville   Gas    Co.,    Re    (Okla.    Order    No.    1518,    Cause    No.    3577, 
Dec.  3,   1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
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Collyer,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7092,  Aug.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  995. 
id,   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7100,  Aug.  27,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7104,  Aug.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  No.  7106,  Aug.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  446,  Aug.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7113,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7116,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  440,  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  456,  Nov.  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7124,  Nov.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  446,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7129,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7148,  Jan.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7191,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  484,  June  2,  1019)   P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  482,  June  9,  1910)   P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  485,  June  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7192,  June  12,  1919)   P.U.R.19i9B,  1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7193,  June  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7210,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  496,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.ir.R.1919E,  1025. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7214,  Aug.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  497,  Aug.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7216,  Aug.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  498,  Aug.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  998*. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  504,  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
Coloma  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-138i,  Dec  30,  1918)    P.UJE1.1919A, 

1010. 
Colony  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  No.  2841,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919P, 
979. 
id.   (Kan.  No.  2841,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Breckenrid|;e  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  .(Colo.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
Oolormdo  Power  Co.,  Re   (Colo.  Decision  No.  192,  Application  No.  16, 

Aug.  6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
(Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Golden  Cycle  Min.  k  R.  Co.  ▼. 

(Colo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
Columbia  &  R.  Teleph,  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Rowe  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1016. 
Columbia  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1587,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1005. 
Columbiaville   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Mich.   T-230,   Oct.   9,    1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Columbia  Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   8732,   Feb.   6,   1919)    P.U.R. 
1919B,  991. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8732,  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1025. 
Columbus,  Re  (Ind.  No.  8890,  Nov.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  433. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3890,  Nov.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3890,  Nov.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  526. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  663-^601, 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


640  GASES  ABSTRACTED. 

Columbus,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3890,  Nov.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  527. 

id.  Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  249. 
id.  Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  DUt.  Ct.)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  624. 
id.  Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  830. 
id.  Columbus  R.  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Dist.  C£.)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  139. 
Columbus  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3966,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

987. 
Columbus  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3966,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.i919B, 
76. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4671,  Sept.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Olumbus  R..  Power  &  Light  Co.  v.  Columbus    (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1918, 
263  Fed.  499)  P.U.R.1919B,  249. 
id.  Columbus   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct  1918,  253  Fed.  499)    P.U.R,1919B, 

6^4. 
id.  V.  Columbus  (U.  S.  Dist  Ct  1918,  253  Fed.  499)  P.U.R.1919B, 

830. 
id.  V.  Columbus  (U.  S.  Dist  Ct.  1918,  263  Fed.  499)  P.U.R.1919D, 
'  139. 
Combs  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  379, 

March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Commercial  Club  v.  St  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No. 

1960,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Commercial  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8807,  Jime  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
id.  (lU.  No.  8976,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1065. 
id.  (111.  No.  8807,  June  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
id.  (111.  No.  8807,  June  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Commission  v.  All  Railroads   (Miss.  No.  6034,  May  0,  1919)   P.n.R. 
1919D,  1012. 
id.  V.  Bland  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  2011,  April  16, 1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1041. 
id.  V.  Providence  Gas  (3o.    (R,  I.  No.  39,  Aug.  31,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  531. 
id.  V.  Rhode  Island  Co.  (R.  I.  No.  43,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1010. 
CJom.  T.  Bachelor's  Hall  Teleph.  Co.  (Va.  Case  No.  729,  July  10,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  159. 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8808,  Jan.  22,  19l9)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1021. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  7263,  7504,  7606,  7649,  7669,  7713,  7734,  7735,  7766, 
7836,  7953,  7961,  7962,  8051  and  8057,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  1030. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  7203,  7504.  7505,  7649,  7659,  7713,  7734,  7735,  7766, 
7836,  7953,  7961,  7962,  8051  and  8057,  Feb.  4,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  1035. 


For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  Sea-^eoi. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  641 

Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  Re  (UL  No.  8937,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  1049. 

id.  ▼.  White  (Bert  L.)  C6.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Oommon wealth  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3536,  Order  No. 
1626,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  991. 

id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3636,  Order  No.  1526,  Dec.  21,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  091. 
Commonwealth  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  622. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  627. 

id.   (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  751. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  889. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  130. 

id.   (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  160. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  209. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  217, 

id.  (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
C<mcord  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Kinch  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919B,  884. 
Conde  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3619,  June  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1019D, 
1017. 

id.  (8.  D.  No.  3619,  June  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 

id.  (S.  D.  No.  3619,  June  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Cone  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  G.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  876,  Nov. 

4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  969. 
Oonestoga  Traction  Co.,  Irwin  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  622. 

id.  Irwin  v.   (Pa.)   P.UJR.1919B,  747. 

id.  Irwin  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  213. 
Congerville  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8966,  May  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 
Connecticut  Co.,  Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.  2917,  Oct.  16,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  967. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2970,  Dec  4,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919B,  1049. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2971,  Dec  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1049. 

id.   (C^>nn.  Docket  No.  3013,  Jan.  22,  1919)   P.U.R,1919B,  1049. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3064,  March  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3080,  April  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1019C,  1044. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3113,  May  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3095.  May  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  993. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.   3120,  May  29,  1910)    P.U.R.1919D.   1002. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3121,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3164,  July  31,  1019)   P.U.R.1919E,  1047. 

id.    (Conn.  Docket  No.  3171,  Aug.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3163,  Aug.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3184,  Sept.  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  988. 
Couaecticut  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2958,  Nov.  19,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  950. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2948,  Dec  11,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  966. 
Connecticut  Power  Co.,  Re    (Conn.   Docket  No.  3116,  June  9,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 
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Connecticut  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-498,  Order  No.  831,  Dec.  5, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  948. 
Connecticut  Valley  &  N.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  665,  Nov.  13, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 

Connecticut  Valley  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-509,  Order  No. 

859,  Feb.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
Connecticut  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  F-508,  Order  No.  858,  Feb. 
27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-508,  Order  No.  858,  Feb.  27,  1910)  P.U.K1919B,  1)03. 
Connell  v.  Kaukauna  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  164  Wis.  471,  159  N.  W.  927, 

160  N.  W.  1035,  Ann.  Cas.  1918A,  247)  P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
Conover-McHenry  Elevator  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9017-A,  April  Z,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  993. 
id.   (111.  No.  901 7-B,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1023. 
Conquest  v.  Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  219,  March  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
Consolidated  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  7, 1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  975. 

id.   (N:  J.  Jan.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
Consolidated  Oas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Md.  Case  No.  1519,  Order  No. 
4546,  Nov.  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
id.  (Md.  Case  No.  1519,  Order  No.  4546,  Nov.  25,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919B,  693. 
CoDBoUdated  light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8071,  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.   8071,   Feb.   4,   1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1008.      . 
id.   (111.  Nos.  6988,  6989,  Consol.  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
Consolidated   Stage   Line,  Re    (Utah,  Case  No.  218,   Sept.  28,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
Consumers  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3584,  Order  No.  1528,  Dec. 
17,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
id.    (111.  No.  9224,  Sept.  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Consumers  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1577,  Cause  No.  3639, 
July  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1589,  Cause  No.  3639,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.' 

1919F,  996. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1590,  Cause  No.  3638,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  992. 
Continental  Gas  &  E.  Corp.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3907,  April  21, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1042. 

Contra  Costa  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6103,  Application  No.  4168, 

Feb.  13,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
Contra  Costa  County  v.  Oakland,  A.  &  E.  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 

6033,  Case  No.  1281,  Dec.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
id.  V.  Oakland,  A.  &  E.  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision.  No.  6033,  Case  No. 

1281,  Dec.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
Conway  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.  D-552,  Order  No.  928,  July  31,  1919) 
•    .  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 

Cooler,  Arkansas  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
Coon  Valley  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1649,  Sept.  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1005. 
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Coos  &  C.  Teleph.  Co.^  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  534,  U-F-239, 

Aug.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Coos  Bay  Boom  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  519,  L-F-4,  Jime 

20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 
Copper  Belt  Auto  Line,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Xos.  566,  607,  May  17",  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
Corning  Irrig.  Co.,  Howell  Co.  v.    (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919A,  743. 
Corona  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5254,  Application  No. 

3474,  March  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  866. 
Cortland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3811,  July  1,  1910) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
CorvallU,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C,  Or.  Order  No.  477,  F-774,  Dec.  7,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  961.  ' 
Coshocton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1228,  July  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

£^55. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  1276,  July  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1084. 
Costello  V.  Los  Verjek  Land  &  Water  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6036, 

Case  No.  1252,  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
Cottage  Grove  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1689,  Oct  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1006. 
Cottman,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6490,  Aug.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

948. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6491,  Aug.  1,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

948. 
County  Ct.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  474,  F-777,  Nov.  30,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
id.   (Or.  F-766,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  No.  492,  Feb.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

996. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  518,  F-695,  June  20,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1010. 
Cousins  Launch  &  Lighter  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6255,  Application 

No.  4251,  April  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6255,  Application  No.  4251,  April  14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  59. 
Covington  v.  New  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2621,  Order  No.  2294, 

July  22,  1919)   P.U.K1919E,  1050. 
Cowden  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9000,  July  15,  1919)    P.UJR. 

1919E,  1027. 
Cox  V.  Tishomingo  Electric  Light  &  P.   Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.   3533, 

Order  No.  1524,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Crandon,  Re  (Wis.  U-1477,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
Crandon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1507,  AprU  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1060. 
Crane  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1904,  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1016. 
Craver-Dickinsou'  Seed  Co.  v.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 

No.  6648,  Jan.  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
Crescent  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Woodland  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919E, 
,1027. 
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Crescent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8848,  June  17,  1919)   P.UJL1919E, 

1027. 
Ctesco  Commercial  Club  t.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  File 

A-3167,  June  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
Cresson  Taxi  Service,  Re  (Pa.  Applicaticm  Docket  No.  1998-1918,  Oct. 
22,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  946. 
id.   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  1998-1918,  Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919C,  922. 
Creswell  Water  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-235,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  486,  Jan. 
28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  (Or.  U-F-235,  P.   S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  486,  Jan.  28,  1919) 
•  P.U.R.1919C,  876. 
Crete  v.  Chicago  &  I.  Traction  Co.  (111.  No.  8861,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1033. 
Crete  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3814,   March  7,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
Crossville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8814,  June  17,  1919)  P.UJU919E, 

1056. 
Crown  Point  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.)  No.  4180,  Dec  28,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919B,  626. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4180,  Dec.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  539. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4180,  Dec.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  542. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4180,  Dec.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
Crown  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6830,  Application  JTo.  8688, 
Oct.  1,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5830,  Application  No.  3638,  Oct.  1,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
id.  Conner  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 
Crystal  City  Gas  Co.,  Lane  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1019A,  991. 
Crystal  Teleph.  O.,  Re    (Mich.  T-250,  Sept.   12,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1002. 
Cuba  City  Teleph.  Exch.  CJo.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1590,  Sept.  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1004. 
Cullom  Electric  Co.,  Re   (IlL  No.  8944,  Jime  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1017. 
id.    (111.  No.  8944,  June  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  140. 
id.   (111.  No.  8944,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  169. 
Cumberland,  Re  (Wis.  U-1455,  Dec.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
Cumberland  &  W.  Electric  R.  Co.,   War  field  v,    (Md.)    P.U.R.1919E, 
621. 
id.  Warfield  v.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919F,  178. 
Cumberland  County  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Jan.  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  860. 

id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  884. 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re   (Me.  F.  C.  164,  July  26, 
1918)   P.UJ1.1919A,  622. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  453.1,  Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  980. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  464,  Feb.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  466,  Feb.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  467,  March  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  469,  March  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  990.     , 
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Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Be   (Me.  F.  C.  206,  June  3, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  488.1,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  498,  Aug.  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1016. 
id.  Flaherty  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
id.  Hinckley  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Currier-Lee  Warehosse  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8667,  N«v.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1000. 
Curtis,  Re   (Mich.  No.  5829,  Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
Curtis  &  S.  W.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3868,  March  7, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1027. 
Cutter,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6714,  Feb.  13,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D, 
1034. 
id.  V.  Indianapolis  Light  &  Heat  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4467,  April  30, 
1919)  P.UJR.1919D,  1031. 
J),  k  K.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3813,  March  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Dahlgren  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8776,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1003. 
Dakoto  Cent.  Tel^h.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  Docket  No.  3119,  July  10,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  656. 
id.   (8.  D.  Docket  No.  3119,  July  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  657. 
id.   (S.  D.  Docket  No.  3119,  July  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3330,  Dec  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  644. 
id.  (S.  D.  Order  No.  3329,  Dec.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  149. 
id.   (S.  D.  Order  No.  3330,  Dec.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  150. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3319,  Feb.  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  8320,  Feb.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-3323,  Feb.  28,  1910)    P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3317,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (8.  D.  No.  3318,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3321,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3322,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3450,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3449,  March  4,  1919)  P.UJL1919B,  1016. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3316,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.  Byron  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Damascus  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1620,  March  5, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1029. 
Daniels  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1977,  April  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
Dansville  &  Mt.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.   7098,  Aug.  19, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  995. 
DauTille  Street  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8688,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  972. 
Darlington,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4682,  Sept.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Dassel-Collinwood  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1005. 
David  Fireproof  Storage  Warehouse,  Re  (111.  No.  9222,  Sept.  3,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  975. 
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DaVife,  He   (R.  I.  No.  468a,  March  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  lOU. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  476,  April  11,  1919)   P.r.R.1919C,  1066. 
id.  V.  Idaho  Power  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F~246,  Order  No.  532,  Oct.  26, 

1918)   P.tJ.R.1919E,  286. 
id.  V.  Lenawee  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  T-187,  March  27,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1047.' 
lialis  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  Nos.  8734-8786,  Jan.  8,  1918)  P.UJL1919A, 

952. 
Davis  Junction  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9146,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 
'^  1919E,  1000. 

id.   (111.  No.  9146,  June  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1034. 
liaTis  Mill  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1680,  Aug.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Dayton-Goose  Creek  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Circular  No.  6259,  Oct.  1,  1918) 
'         P.U.R.1919A,  998. 

id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5271,  May  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
Dean  v.  Abington  Electric  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Complaint  Docket  No. 
2576,  May  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
id.  V.  Louisiana  R.  &  NaT.  Co.    (La.  No..  2860,  Order  No.  2274, 
April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
Dearborn  Terminal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9172,  July  1,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1000. 
id.   (111.  No.  9172,  July  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1035. 
Decatur,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4484,  April  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  105L 

id.    (Ind.  No.  4485,  April  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 
Decatur  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9229,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1036. 
id.  Weatherby  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 
De  Crosta  v.  Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6486,  Oct.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Deerfteld  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1659,  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Deer  Park  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1519,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1017. 
Deer  Range  Planting  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.  New  Orleans  &  L.  0.  R.  Co.  (La. 
Order    No.    2264,    No.    2844,    March    26,    1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 
1056. 
Deer  Riyer  R.  Corp.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7095,  Aug.  16,  1918) 

'  P.U.R.1919A,  995. 

DeKalb  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8786,  April  15,  1919)   P.UJL 

1919D,  1047. 
DeKalb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8608-B,  S^t.  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Delaware  &  Atlantic  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Jan.  20,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  590. 
id.    (N.  J.  Oct.  23,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  948. 
id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
iJelaware  &  H.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6607,  Jan.  21,  1919) 
P.r.R.1919B,  996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6781,  April  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 
1028. 
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l)elaware  &  H.  Co.,  Dupont  ▼.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 

•    id.  Mechanicville  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Delaware  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6972)    Sept.  3, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
Delaware  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7135,  Dec.  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  999. 
Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5088,  Sept.  6, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6576,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1042. 
id.  State  Highway  Dept.  r.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
Delaware  Valley  R.  Co.,  Nyce  v.   (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Delivery  Limits  of  Express,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  F-224,  Order  No.   553, 

Jan.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Dell  Rapids  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3510,  July  24,  1919)    P.UJt. 

1919E,  1029. 
Del  Monte  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6338,  Application  No. 

4620,  May  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1003. 
Delmont  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3584,  July  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1029. 
Delphi,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4231,  Nov.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1024. 
Delray  Connecting  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1172,  Sept.  19,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1018. 
Dempcy,  Burleson  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  726. 
Dempsey,  People  v.   (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)   P.U.R.1919C,  683. 
Denis  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4697,  Sept.  12,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1023. 
id.  V.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4697,  Sept.  12,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1027. 
Denmark  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1468,  Nov.  10,  1918)  P.U.R1919A, 

977. 
id.  Denmark  Municipal  Waterworks  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919A,  860. 
Denmark   Municipal   W'aterworks  v.   Denmark  Light  &  P.  Co.    (Wis. 

U-1338,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  860. 
Denver  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Colo.  Decision  No.  194,  Application  No.  23, 

Aug.  7,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.,  Sigurd  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Denver  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4330,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1058. 
Denver  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Re   (Colo.  Decision  No.  216,  I.  &,  S.  Docket 

No.  30,  Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
id.   (Colo.  Decision  No.  216,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  30,  Nov.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919C,  696. 
id.   (Colo.  Decision  No.  216,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  30,  Nov.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919C,  874. 
id.   (Colo.  Decision  No.  216,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  30,  Nov.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919D,  139. 
Denver  Tramway  Co.,  Re  (Colo.  Decision  No.  196,  Application  No.  17. 

Sept.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  536. 

For  Table  of  Oaaes  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  ^iea^-GOl, 

/Google 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ I 


648  CASES  ABSTRACTED. 

Denver  Tramway  Co.,  Re   (Colo.  Decision  No.  196,  Application  No.  17» 
Sept.  12,  1918)  P.UJL1919D,  6«5. 
id.  (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Decision  No.  22S,  Dec  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919C,  876. 
id.  (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Decision  No.  223,  Dec.  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919D,  671. 
id.   (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Decision  No.  223,  Dec.  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  211. 
id.  (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Decision  No.  223,  Dec.  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  213. 
id.  (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Deeisicm  No.  228,  Dec.  17,  191S> 

P.U.R.1919E,  219. 
id.  (Colo.  Application  No.  17,  Decision  No.  223,  Dec.  17,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
Denyer  Tktunway  Intemrbaa  Fares,  Re   (Colo.  Decision  No.  197,  In- 
vestigation &  Suflpensiop  Docket  No.  26,  Sept.  12, 1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  978. 
Depew  &  L.  Light,  P.  k  Ck>ndiiit  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist  (Dase  No.  0602, 
Nov.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1033. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6860,  June  19,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919E, 

1045. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  C^e  No.  6878,  July  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 
976. 
Desert  Power  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  601,  Jan.  10,  1919> 
P.U.R.1919B,  1002. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  501,  Jan.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.19190,  877. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  601,  Jan.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  878. 
Des  Moines  City  R.  Co.,  North  American  Constr.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.'Dist.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  629. 
Detroit,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-32,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
Detroit  Edison  Co.,  Re    (Mich.   D-1282,  Dec.  6,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,. 
1028. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1282,  Dec.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1028. 
Detroit,  G.  H.  &  M.  R.  O.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  1880,  Oct.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  962. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6671,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
Detroit,  J.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-379-A,  Sept.  12,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1017. 
Detroit  Motorbus  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1293,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1068. 
Detroit  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  6646,  Oct.  24,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  962. 
Detroit  Un't^d  R.  C^o.,  Re  (Mich.  D-818,  Nov.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A^ 
1028. 
id.  (Mich.  D-839,  July  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1048, 
Devenney,  Gillison  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 

id.  Gillison  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  56. 
Dewey,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  1182,  Oct.  28,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
Dewey  &  A.   Chemical  Co.  v.   Cambridge   Electric  Light  Co.    (Masb. 
Oct.  9,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
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IVGeralomo  t.  niinois  C.  R  Co.  (La.  No.  2914,  Order  No.  2292,  July 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
Director-General  of  Railroads,  Railroad  Commission  v.    (La.)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1044. 
id.  Ringgold  ft  Jamestown  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
Diitie  Power  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  CaseNo.  215,  Aug.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P, 
977. 
id.  (Utah,  Case  No.  226,  Sept.  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  97T. 
Dixon,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4734,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  979. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4734,  Aug.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1018. 
Dodge,  Jones  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  128. 
Dodge  Stage  line,  Re  (UUh,  Case  No.  122,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

989. 
Doles,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4220,  Nov.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  952. 
Dome  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4301,  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
Dormitzer,  R«  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3124,  June  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 
1006. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3124,  June  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  283. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  8124,  June  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
Douglas  Storage  Van  &  Exp.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9088,  May  7,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  994. 
id.   (IlL  No.  9187,  July  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1038. 
Douglas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8460,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
951. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Dover,  S.  &  R.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-432,  Dec  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  622. 
id.  V.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (K.  H.  D-628,  Order  No.  864,  March  20, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  998. 
Dowell  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8700,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  947. 

id.   (111.  No.  8868,  April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1023. 
Downey  Land  &  Improv.  Asso.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6073,  Application 

No.  4256,  Jan.  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
DowTisville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6649,  Aug.  29, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  103L 

Drain  Water  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  459,  U-F-219,  Nov. 

4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1018. 
Drake  v.  Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Utah,  Special  Docket  No.  16,  Oct.  17, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 

Drecheler  Stdrage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8183,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1023. 
Drexel  Storage  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8885,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1026. 
Drummond  &  Pratt  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2458, 

Sept  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
Dryden  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  T-212,  Jan.  23,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1004. 
Dubelbeiss  v.  New  York  State  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6736, 

May  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
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DuBois  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3605,  Nov.  23,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
Duke,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  174,  May  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  991. 
Duluth  &  N.  R.  (Do.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2475,  March  13,  1919J  P.U.R.1919D, 

1037. 
Duluth,  W.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2418,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1038. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2531,  June  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 
Dunkirk  Street  R.  Ck).,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6149,  Dec.  10,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  687. 
id.,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6149,  Dec.  10,  1918)    P.U.R.1919C, 

696. 
Dunnigan  v.  Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4226,  March  29,  1919) 

P.UJR.1919D,  1043.  ' 

Dupont  V.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2330,  June 

23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
id.  V.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2331,  June 

23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Duquesne  Light  (3o.,  Pittsburgh  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Durham  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6389,  Application  No. 

4523,  June  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Dwaas  Electric  Co.,  Round  Lake  Asso.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F, 

991. 
Dyar  V.  Spokane  &  L  E.  R.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4713.  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  998. 
Dyott  V.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Cases  Nos.  1889-139S. 

Sept.  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
3Eagle  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1392,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1016. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1626,  Aug.  30,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F.  1004. 
East   Bay  Water   Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Application   No.   2964,   Decision   No. 

4376,  June  6, 1917)  P.U.R.1919E.  66. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5804,  Application  No.  4128,  Nov.  4,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6108,  Application  No.  3656,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
East  Boston  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  April  11,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1067. 

i<J.   (Mass.  May  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
East  Chatham  v.  United  States  R.   Administration    (N.  Y.  2d   Dist. 

Case  No.  6739,  April  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042.' 
East  Chicago  &  I.  H.  Water  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4279,  Dec  28,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1026. 
East  Elmira  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-238,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1029. 
Eastern  Bay  S.  B.  Co.,  Norton  v.  (Me.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1015. 
id.  Norton  v.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  286. 
id.  Norton  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
Eastern  Fond  du  Lac  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1463,  Dec  31, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
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Eastern  Illinoie  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8696,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919Aj  1011. 
id.  (111.  No.  8687,  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Eastern  Massachusetts  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Oct.  16,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1027. 
Eastern  Massachusetts  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2422,  May  20, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  700. 
Eastern  Montana  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Mont.  Docket  No.  699,  Report 
&  Order  No.  260.  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.r.R.1919B,  1004. 
id.   (Mont.   Docket   No.   699,   Report  k  Order   No.   260,   Feb.  27, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  60. 
fJastern  Montana  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  700,  Report  & 
Order  No.  258,  Feb.  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  700,  Report  &  Order  No.  268,  Feb.  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  872. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  700,  Report  &  Order  No.  258,  Feb.  24,  19W) 
P.U.R.1919E,  289. 
Eastern  Oklahoma  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1549,  Cause  No.  3612, 

March  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Eastern  S.  S.  Lines,  Re   (Me.  U-342.1,  April  14,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 
1057. 
id.    (Me.  U-367,  Aug.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
Eastern  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-343,  April  5,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1047. 
Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2410,  Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  984. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1328,  March  6,  1919),  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2371,  R-2412,  June  27.  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2499,  Sept  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
id.  Marcoev.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
id.  Xeenah  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Eastern   Wisconsin   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1568,   Sept.    29,    1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1005. 
East  Hampton  v.  East  Hampton  Electric  Light  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  DisU 

Case  No.  6820,  Aug.  12,  19.19)  P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
East  Hampton  Electric  Light  Co.^  East  Hampton  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
East  Hickory  &  E.  Subscribers  of  Bell  Co.  v.  Bell  Teleph.  Co.    (Pa. 
Complaint   Docket   No.    1795,    Dec.    10,    1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
968. 
Easton  Gas  Works,  Re  (N.  J.  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1069. 
East  Pennsylvania  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Pursell  v.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
East  Richmond  Land  Co.,  Richmond  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1019E,  216. 
East  St.  Louis  &  I.  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8576,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  1014. 
id.   (111.  No.   7169,  July  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,   1038. 
East  St.  Louis,  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8634,  Oct.   14,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
Ea«t  St.  Louis  Junction   R.   Co.,  Re    (HI.  Nos.   8669,   8670,  Nov.   18, 
1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  951. 
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East  St.  Louis  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8026,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.UJL 
3919A,  592. 
id.   (111.  No.  8026,  Nov.  19,   1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.  Hines  v.   (lU.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
S«8t  Side  Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6274,  Application 
No.  4136,  April  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6274,  Application  No.  4136,  April  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  217. 
Id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6274,  Application  No.  4135,  April  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  624. 
East  Side  Canal  Co.,  Hancock  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919P,  1024. 
East  Texas  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5264,  Jan.  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
Eaton  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-263,  Oct.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1002. 
Eberly'fl  Mills  v.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2441,  Dec. 

19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Eckles  V.  Sharon  &  M.  C.  Street  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Omplaint  Docket  No. 

2216,  Nov.  20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
Economic  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5977,  Application  No.  4224, 
Dec.  5,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6140,  Application  No.  4053,  Feb.  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6182,  Application  No.  4391,  March  12,  1919) 
P.U.R,1919D,  996. 
Economy  Steam  Heating  &   Electric  Co.,  Re    (Mo.   Cause  No.  1708, 

Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Eoorse,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-62,  Feb.  18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  997. 
Ecru  V.  Gulf,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.   (Miss.  No.  5043,  May  6,  1919)   P.UJL 

1919D,  1043.  . 
Edinboro  State  Normal  School  v.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Com- 
plaint Docket  No.  1349,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
Edinburg,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4336,  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1014. 
Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Caae  No.  2116, 
Nov.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
id«  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2202,  Dec.  5,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

966. 
id.  (Mass.  AprU  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
Edison  Electric  Light  Sl  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  E.  1-63,  Nov.  27, 

1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  975. 

Edmondson   v.   Pennsylvania  Lines    (Ind.   No.   4572,  July  11,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
Edmore,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-72,  Aug.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Edwards,  Re   (Pa.  Application  No.  2105-1918,  Jan.  7,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  946. 
id.  V.  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.    (Ariz.  Docket  No. 

461,  June  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  775. 
Edwards  County  Independent  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8711,  May  7, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1015. 
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Edwardsport  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4716,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.UJEL 

1919F,  1001. 
EdwardsviUe  Water   Co.,  Re    (lU.  No.  8951,  July  22,  1919)    P.UJl. 
1919F,  1007. 
id.  V.  Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  (III.  No.  8606,  Nov.  6,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1032. 
Effington  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  May  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  997. 

id.  (Minn.  Oct.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Egan,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5021,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
Egg  Harbor  City  Water  Co.,  Price  v.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1919B,  885. 
i;gyptian  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (IlL  No.  8556,  Dec.  16,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  967. 
Egypt  SUge  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  586,  Feb.  26,  1919)    P.UJl. 

1919B,  992. 
laiorn  T.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  No.  2454,  Sept.  17,  1919)- 

P.UJL1919F,  1027. 
Eta*e,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-54,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  969. 
Eickhoff  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4199,  March  22, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
El  Dorado  County  Water  Users'  Asso.  v.  Western  States  Gas  k  B.  Co. 
(Cal.  Case  No.  1107,  Decision  No.  5409,  May  20,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  743. 
id.  V.  Western  States  Gkis  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  1107,  Decision 

No.  5409,  May  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  346. 
id.  V.  Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  1107,  Decision 
No.  5409,  May  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  346. 
El  Dorado  Springs  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  2060,  Sept.  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
El  Dorado  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decisicm  No.  6485,  Application  No.  4662, 

June  26,  1919)  P.UJE1.1919F,  1009. 
Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  953. 

id.   (N.  J.  April  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1044. 
Electric,  Gas  &  Teleph.  Utilities,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3710,  April  1^, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Aug.  20,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919B,  429. 
Electric  Meters,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3777,  Dec.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Electric  Service  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8699,  July  26,  1919)   P.U.R.19191, 

990. 
Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8962,  March  6,  1919)  P.UJt.l9193, 
1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  8963,  Mardi  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  8964,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  8965,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8966,  March  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  8967,  March  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.  (IlL  Na  9164,  June  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Bliaville  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4386,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1013. 
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Elizaville  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.^  Re  (Ind.  No.  4385,  April  l!  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  880. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4386,  April  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Elk  City  Exch.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  609,  U-P- 

236,  May  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Elkinton  v.  Fairchild  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2479,  July  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Eilerman  v.  South  Dakota  State  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.  No.  3688.  Oct.  6, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Ellis  V.  City  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6772,  Case  Nos.  1053,  1089, 
Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  346. 
id.  V.  City  Water  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6772,  Case  Nos.  1053, 
1089,  Sept.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
Elmhurst,  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
Elmira,  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  1967,  Jan.  21, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
Elmira-Ithaca  Motor  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6029, 

June  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1045. 
Elmira  Water,  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-68,  April  14, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Elofeore  Copper  Co.  v.  Moimtain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.    (Idaho, 
Case  F-256,  Order  No.  557,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Elmwood  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  9178,  July  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1014. 
Elmwood  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (III.  No.  8941,  July  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  8941,  July  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1004, 
id.   (111.  No.  8941,  July  8,  1919)   P.LM1.1919E,  1035. 
id.   (111.  No.  8977,  July  22.  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
El  Segundo  Land  &  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5775,  Applica- 
tion No.  4004,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
Elwell,  Re   (Mich.  C-7077-69,  Aug.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Elyria  v.  Elyria  Teleph.  Co.    (Ohio,  No.   722,   Feb.  28,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1017. 
Elyria  Teleph.  Co.,  Elyria  v.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Empire  Dist.  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1562  Cause  No.  35C8, 
May  10,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1863,  June  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Empire  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5903,  Oct.  31,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1033. 
Empire  Lime  Kilns  v.  State-Centre  Electric  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  2001,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
Empire  SUte  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6334,  Sept.  5,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  7123,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7149,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7150,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
Id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7176,  May  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7177,  May  10,  1919)   P.U.I1.1919E,  1023. 
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Empire  State  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6787,  July  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6787,  July  1,  1919)   P,U.R.1919F,  169. 
Emporia  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2541,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1003. 
Endeavor  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Wiq.  U-1567,  June  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Englewood  Sewerage  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Enid  City  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Order  ^ No.  1608,  Cause  No.  3560, 

Nov.  14,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
Enid  Oil  &  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Oil  State  Rcf.  Co.  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1040. 
Enterprise  Electric  Co.,  Wallowa  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E,  60. 

id.  Wallowa  v.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E,  61. 
Equitable  Powder  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.  No. 

8089,  Dec.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
Srickson  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2497,  Aug.  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Erioson  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3911,  April  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Erie  &  P.  R.  Co.,  State  Highway  Dept.  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
Erie  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6796,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1072. 
id.  Motor  Club  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
id.  Skinner  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJt.l919E,  1051. 
Establishiug  Rates  on  Lignite  Coal,  Re   (S.  D.  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  998. 
Ethan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3608,  July  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1029. 
Etna  Green,  Re   (Ind.  No., 4365.  Mardi  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
Ettrick  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  Nov.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
Eureka  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.   U-1508,  Aug.  25,   1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1004. 
Evans,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-266,  Order  No.  660,  April  9,  1919)   P.UJl. 

1919C,  1050. 
Evanston  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9362,  Aug.  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
Evansville  &   O.   Valley   R.   Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4539,  May   10,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  Xo.  4621,  Aug.  13,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
Evansville  R.  Co.,  Sargeant  Coal  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Evansville  Suburban  &  X.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  Xo.  4558,  Aug.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.  Newburgh  Coal  Co.  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1019E,  290. 
Ewald  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2492.  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1011. 
Ewalt  V.  Midland  Counties  Pub.  Service  Corp.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6019, 

Case  No.  1159,  Dec.  24,  1918)    P.r.R.1919D,  1030. 
Excelsior  Water  &  Min.  Co.,  Stein  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  67. 
Export  Corp.  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6633, 

Dec.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
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Fairbanks,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5031,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 

id.   (Wyo.  No.  105,  Feb.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 
Fairchild  &  N.  E.  R.  Qo.,  Elkinton  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Fairhaven  City  Water  &  P.  Co.,  Bellingham  v,   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1919A, 
1013. 
id.  Bellingham  v.  (WjblsIl.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Fairland  Light  &  Waterworks,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1586,  Cause  No. 
3779,  Sept.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
id-   (Okla.  Order  No.  1586,  Cause  No.  3779,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  1007. 
Fall  River  Electric  Li^t  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Oct.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1017. 
Falls  City  Electric  light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Or.  U-P-211,  P.  S.  0.  Or. 

Order  No.  407,  July  11,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  749. 
Fftrina  Electric  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8666,  Jan.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.'l919B, 

1003. 
Farina  Mut.  Telq»li.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8056,  Jan.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
948. 
id.  (111.  No.- 8066,  Jan.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1024. 
Farley,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6859,  June  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1005. 
Farmers'  &  M.  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4274,  Dec.  31,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  952. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4287,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4288,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1025. 
Farmers  A  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.   1650,  Dec  16,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1650,  Dec.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3728,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1533,  June  21,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1533,  June  21,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  132. 
Farmers  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3815,  Feb.  4, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4377,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4378,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.191»D,  1047. 
Farmers  Fountain  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7833,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919A,  1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  9051,  July  14,  1919)    P.UJL1919E,  1027. 
Farmers'  Metropolitan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4364,  March  lo,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
id.  Kinney  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4059,  Sept  27,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1024. 
id.   (Neb.    Application   No.    3509,    June   24,    1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1028. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3509,  June  24,  1919)  P.UJt.l919E,  1043. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1639,  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3931,  Sept.  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
id.  Kieninger  v.   (Mo.)  P.UJEL1919B,  999. 

For  Table  of  OaseB  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  663—^)1. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  667 

Fanners  State  Bank  v.  Minneapolig  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  F-562,  April 

21,  1019)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8297,  Oct  1,  1918)    P.UJ1.1919A, 
1001. 
id.  (111.  No.  8297,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3662,  Dec.  3,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.   Application   No.   3.880,  March   13,   1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1030. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3726,  July  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
id.   (Mich.  T-251,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Farmers  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4417,  4718,  4724,  Aug.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  979. 
Farmers-Two-Rivers  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1004. 
Farmers  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8474,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  952. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3768,  Feb.  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
id.   (Neb.   Application   No.    3768,   March   29,   1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 
1059. 
Farmers  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6177,  Application  No. 

4368,  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1021. 
Farrell  v.  South  Sharon  Water  Ck>.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  1590 

and  2616,  March  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Fast,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6157,  Application  No.  4345,  Feb^25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1660. 
Fauoett  Mill  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1680,  Noi7. 

1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
Feather  River  Limiber  Co.  v.  Nevada-California-Oregon  R.  Co.    (CaL 
Decision  No.  5965,  Case  No.  1170,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
966. 
id.  V.  Nevada-California-Oregon  R.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5965, 
Case  No.  1170,  Dec  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Federal  Rreproof  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9407,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1012. 

Federal  Manager  of  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  8014-20,  Nov. 

27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  8014-22,  March  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1037. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  8014-27,  June  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 

id.   (Mich.  No.   8014-28,  July  8,   1919)    P.U.R.1919E,   1049. 

Federal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  Xo.  8818,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1026. 
Fennimore  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1543,  July  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919r, 

1030. 
Fenton,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-81,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
Ferry  v.  Lehigh  Traction  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  1694,  1595, 
and  1596,  Jan.  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
Id.  V.  Lehigh  Traction  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  1594-1596, 
Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  209. 
15  Per  Cent  Increase  in  Commoaity  Rates,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3773,  May  7, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
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Findlay  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8727,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1068. 
Finkelstein,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6728,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  991. 
Pinley,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6221,  Application  No.  4278,  Ca^e  No. 

1288,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
Fireproof  Storage  &  Van  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8662,  Feb.  6,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1011. 
Firth,  Schmitt  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Firth  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3566,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1007. 
Fisher,  Re   (Ind.  Nos.  3440,  3982,  4002,  Aug.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

121. 
id.   (Ind.  Nos.  3440,  3982,  4002,  Aug.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  286. 
id.  y.  Indianapolis  Light  &  Heat  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4425,  April   17, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Fisher  Farmers  XJrain  &  Coal  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8975,  April  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1065. 
Fisher  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9067,  June  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1025. 
Fitchburg  &'L.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2281,  Nov.  30,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  980. 
Fitzgerald,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5846,  Application  No.  4078,  Oct  11, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
FitzgibbouB  v.  United  States  R.  Administration  (N.  Y.  2d  Ditt  Case 

No.  6935,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
Flag  CJenter  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8306,  Jaji.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1012. 
Flaherty  v.  Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  197, 

Dec.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  980. 
id.  V.   Cumberland   County   Power   &   Light  O.    {Me.   F.  C.   197, 

Dec.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
Flambeau  River  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   fWis. 

R-2409,  Feb.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
Flatbush  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2115,  Sept.  19,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919F,  1023. 
Flat  Rock  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3858,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1002. 
Flemington  Water  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Oct.  15,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
id.   (N.  J.  Oct.  15,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
id.    (N.  J.  Oct.  23,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
Fletcher  8a v.  &  Trust  Co.  v.  Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.    (Ind.  No. 

4508,  May  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Flora  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.   4219,  Jan.  21,   1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1013. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4219,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  879. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4219,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  218. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4219,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  222. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4210,  Jan.  21.  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Florup  ▼.  Public  Service  Co.  (111.  No.  8925,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1035. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp,  SSS'^eoi. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  659 

Fonda,    Re    (Tex.    Circular    No.    5261,    Oct.    18,    1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
999. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  8,  Nov.  2,  1018)    P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  1,  Dec.  5,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  9,  Dec.  13,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  998. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  8,  Feb.  5,  1019)    P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (Tei.  Application  No.  12,  Feb.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  15,  Feb.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  17,  March  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5266,  March  18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5268,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  6269,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  2,  April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  6272,  May  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  23,  May  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  24,  May  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  23,  June  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  26,  June  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
.  id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  27,  June  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5273,  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5274,  July  5,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
Fonda,  J.  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7096,  Aug.  16,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  995. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7108,  Sept.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6518,  Sept.  10,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

982. 
id.'(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7110,  Sept.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6080,  Nov.  27,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7140,  Jan.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7155,  March  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7158,  March  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1057. 
id.    (X.  Y.  2d  t>ist.  No.  7184,  May  17,  1919)*  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7205,  July  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
Fordyce  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3888,  Sept.  22, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
Forestport,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6856,  June  5,  1919)   P.U.R. 

\   1919E,  1003. 
Forgan,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1653,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1031. 
id.    (Ohio,  No.  1587,  Dec.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  994. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  8994,  April  15,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919D,  996. 
Forsythe,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  192,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  990. 
Forsyth  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Mont.  Docket  Nos.  697  and  698, 
Report  &  Order  No.  256,  Jan.  30,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  N^os.  697  and  098,  Report  &  Order  No.  256,  Jan. 
30,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Ft.  Atkinson,  Re    (Wis.  U-1450,  Nov.  20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Ft.  Covington  v,  Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6740, 
July  17.  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
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Ft.  Dearborn  Fireproof  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  »120,  June  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1025. 
Ft.  Howard  Paper  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Sept.  24.  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Fortnightly  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2473,  Sept 

6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Ft  Wayne,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4864,  Oct.  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1015. 
Ft.  Wayne  &  D.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4359,  Feb.  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  875. 
Ft  Wayne  &  N.  I.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4570,  May  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Ft.  Wayne  Municipal  Electric  Light  &  P.  Works,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4349, 

Jan.  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  973. 
Forty-second  Street,  M.A  St.  N.  Ave.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist  Case 

No.  2393,  Oct.  10,  1919)   P.Uja.l919F.  1022. 
Foster,  Re   (Cal.  Decision-  No.  6504,  Application  No.  4710,  July  16, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
Fountain  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1651,  Sept  30,  1»19)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1006. 
4-C  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8413,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  951. 
Four  Lakes  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Sq)t  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F 

1030. 
Framingham  &  N.  Gas  Cos.,  Re  (Mass.  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919a 

1054. 
Framingham  Gas,  Fuel  4  P.  Co.,  Re   (Maes.  Feb.  17,  1019)  P.UJL 

1919B,  1007. 
Id.   (Mass.  Oct  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  980. 
id.  (Mass.  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1017. 
Francis,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6532,  Application  No.  4611,  July  80, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
Frank  Brady  Electric  Light  Plant,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4666,  July  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
Frankenmuth  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-549,  Sept  18,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919F,  101?. 
Frankfort,  Frankfort  Heating  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919P,  988. 

id.  V.  Frankfort  Heating  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4823,  Oct.  14,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919F,  988. 
id.  Ross  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  525. 

id.  Ross  V.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  623.  ' 

Frankfort  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4495,  April  30,  1919)  P.UJtl919C, 

1066. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4711,  Sept.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Franklin  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re   (La.  Order  No.  2260,  No.  2854,  March  26, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
id.   (La.  Order  No.  2261,  No.  2855,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1056. 
id.   (La.  No.  2906,  Order  No.  2290,  July  22,  1919)   P.UJL1919E, 

1053. 
Franklin  Coal  Min.  Co.  ▼.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  1852,  Dec.  16,  3918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
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Franklin  Local  &  R.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Nov.  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1005. 
Franklin  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4530,  May  19,  191.9) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
Pranksville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1655,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1030. 
Frazeyburg  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1524,  March  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  997. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1621,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1029. 
Fredonia  Natural  Gaslight  Ck).,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6559, 

Oct.  15,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  954. 
Freelandville  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4333,  March  5,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4333,  March  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  880. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4715,  Sept.  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
Freeport  Gas  Co.,  Steele  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Freeport  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Oct.  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Freeport  Water  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8768,  Jan.  22,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  8768,  Feb.  6,  1919)  P.UJR.1919B,  1025. 
Fremont  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1486,  Sept  23,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A, 

1035. 
id.    (Wis.  U-1420,  June  24,   1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1029. 
French   v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.    (Iowa,  Dodfet  A-2784,  Oct.  19,  1918) 

P.UJE1.1919B,  1040. 
French  Bros.  v.  Western  U.  Tel^.  Co.   (IlL  No.  9060,  June  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
French  Lick  &  W.  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4692,  Sept.  17,  1919 > 

P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
Fresno  Canal  k  Land  Corp.,  Re   (CaL  Decision  No.  6269,  Application 

Not  4325,  April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.  American  Colony  Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1049. 
Ttenio  City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5860,  Application  No. 

4072,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
Friendship  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1484,  June  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
Froid  Auto  ds  Oil  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  r.    (Mont.)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  67L 
Frontjes,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  190,  July  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Frost,  Re  (Wis.  U-1481,  Jan.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
id.   (Minn.  March  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1042. 
id.  V.  United  States  R.  Administration   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6813,  June  10,  1919)  P.UJt.l919E,  1010. 
Frost  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6566,  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1032. 
Frost-Talbot  Telpph.  Co.,  Public  Utllitiee  Commission  r.  (111.)   P.U.R. 

1919D,  1047. 
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Fuel  Gas  Co.,  Re   (I;id.  No.  4262,  Feb.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1910B,  1009* 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4262,  Feb.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1910C,  879. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4262,  Feb.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1939E,  210. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4262,  Feb.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 

Fuhrmann  v.  International  R.  Co.  (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6825,  Dec 

19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  624. 

Fulker  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  P-188,  Aug.  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1919A,  136. 
Fuller  V.  Union  Traction  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6375,  Case  No.  1296, 

June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Fulton  V.  Public  Service  Commission   (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  276  Mo.  67^ 

204  S.  W.  386)   P.UJt.l919F,  177. 
Fulton  Chain  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6597,  Oct.  17,  1918  > 

P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 
Fulton  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6694,  March 

6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1071. 
Fulton  Market  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9302,  July  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  9302,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1039. 
Pulton  Street  Elev.  Line,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2363,  April  2^ 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
Furnas  Ice  Cream  Co.  v.  Interurban  Exp.  Asso.   (Ind.  No.  4669,  Aug. 

26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
Furnishing  of  Gas  &  Electric  Current,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No. 

2167,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2157,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1035. 
Gainesboro  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ky.  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  993. 
.Galesburg  &  K.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8701,  July  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
id.   (111.  No.  9226,  Sept.  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 
Galesburg  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7746,  Dec.  9,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  8823,  Feb.  18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 
Galva  Electric  Light  Ca,  Re    (lU.  No.  7156,  June  4,  1918)    P.UJt- 

1919A,  119. 
Gandy  Switchboard  Co.,  Tri-County  Teleph.  Co.  T.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1045. 
Gantz  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2568,  May 

20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 

Garrett,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4178,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  946. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4178,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  090. 
Garrison,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2375,  Aug.  15,  1919)   P.U.R. 

■     1919E,  1044. 
Gary  &  S.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3980,  Aug.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
439. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4195,  Jan.  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  980. 
Gary  Heat,  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4619,  June  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
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Gary  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4093,  Dec.  1918)   P.UJ1.1919B,  528. 
,      id.   (Ind.  No.  4093,  Dec.  1918)  P.U.-R.WWB,  539. 
Garyville  N.  R.  Co.,  Livingston  Parish  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
Gas  &  E.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2354,  Jan.  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2354,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1062. 
Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8326,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.i919B,  530. 
id.   (111.  No.  8326,  Dec.  18,  1918)   P.UJt.l919B,  541. 
id.  V.  Gaslight  Co.   (N.  V.  Case  No.  6351,  April  29,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  132. 
Gateley,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6838,  June  5,  1919)  P,U.R.1919E, 

998. 
Gates,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6320,  Application  No.  4375,  May  12,  1919) 

IM:.R.1919E,  1003. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5517,  July  31,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

973. 
id.  V.  Coalport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1698,  May  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  126. 
id.   (Pa,  Complaint  Docket  No.  1698,  May  7,  1918)   P.U.R.li919E, 

88. 
General  Order  No.  1,  Re  (Mich.  July  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1007. 
General  Ruling  No.  3  (Nev.  Dec.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  922. 
Genesee  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6831,  May  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 
Genesee  Valley  Power  Co.,  Van  Gorder  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1032. 
Geneseo  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6683,  July  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1020. 
Geneva,  S.  F.  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6022,  Sept.  18, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
id.  Carter  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
Georgetown  &  G.  Peak  R.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.  Application  No.  80,  Nov.  9, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919D,  10S7. 
Georgetown  &  T.  R.  Co.,  Re*(D.  C.  Formal  Case  No.  50,  Order  No.  339, 

Sept.  4,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  938. 
Germantown  Steam  Heat  Co.,  Albright  v.  (Pa.)  P.UJR.1919D,  567. 

id.  Albright  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R,1919D,  569. 
(Sterrans,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  136,  March  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  990. 
Gibbon  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.  Minneapolis  &  St.  Ia  R.  Co.    (Minn. 

Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Minn.  — ,  170  N.  \V.  706)   P.U.R.1919K,  60. 
Gibson;  Re   (Utah,  Caae  No.  147,  April  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
id.  V.  Union  Heat  &  Light  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2084, 

April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Gila  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Johnson  v.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 
Gillen,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  611,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
Gillespie  HomeTeleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8877,  April  1919)  P.U.R-1919D, 

1022. 
Gillett,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  IHst.  Case  No.  5390,  June  5,  1919)  P.U.R.i919E, 

997. 
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Oillison  ▼.  Devenney  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6275,  Case  No.  1237,  Applica- 
tion No8.  4240,  4341, -April  19,  1019)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
id.  V.  Devenney  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6275,  Case  No.  1237,  Applica- 
tion Nos.  4240,  4341,  April  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  66. 
Oilman  &  W.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  July  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1066. 
Girard  Teleph.  Co.,  R«  (111.  No.  9009,  Sept.  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1000. 
Glenfield  ft  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7112,  S^t.  17,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7125,  Nov.  21.  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6642,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1041. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7139,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
Glen  TeleplL  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6229,  Aug.  1,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  T.  &  T.-130,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.lil9A,  1007. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6700,  Dec.  27,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
1007. 
Glenwood  Light  ft  Water  Co.,  Re  (Colo.  Decision  No.  239, 1,  ft  S.  Docket 
No.  24,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
id.  (Colo.  Decision  No.  239, 1,  ft  S.  Docket  No.  24,  March  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  879. 
Glidden  Light,  Power  &  Wat«  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1464,  April  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Globe  Miami  Anto  Co.,  Smith  Stage  Co.  ▼.  (Arix.)   P.U.R.1919C,  683. 
Glyndon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Aug.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Golden  City  Electric  Light  Plant,  Re    (Mo.  Case  No.  1752,  Dec.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 

Golden  Cycle  Min.  ft  R.  Co.  v.  Colorado  Springs  L/ght,  Heat  ft  P.  Co. 
(Colo.  Case  No.  167,  Decision  No.  235,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1003. 
Gonner  v.  Crown  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6486,  Case  No.  1325, 

July  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 
Gonsalves,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6289,  Aj^lication  No.  4342,  April  26, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
Goodfoee  v.  Yazoo  ft  M.  Valley  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  No.  2249,  No.  2868, 

March  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
Goodwin,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  496,  Sept.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
Goshen,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4254,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4254,  Jan.  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  525. 
id.  V.  Utah  Gas  ft  Coke  Co.   (Utah,  Special  Docket  No»  12,  March 
28,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919C,  1062. 
Gould  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Me.  0-62,  May  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1049. 

id.   (Me.  C-63,  May  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1050. 
Gowanda  v.  Iroquois  Utilities   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6693,  May  8, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 

Graeber,  Re  (Miss.  May  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1047. 

Grafton  ft  U.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2262,  Jan.  31,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  992. 
Grafton  County  Electric  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-518,  Order  No. 

842,  Jan.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
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Qrand  Cane  ▼.  Texas  &  P.  K.  Co.  (La.  Order  Not.  22d2«  tfn,  M^tt.  tf 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Grand  Ledge  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-2U,  ¥€h.  7,  Wlf  i  FXMUV.i* 

1014. 
Grand  Rapids,  Re  (Mich.  O-7077-68,  July  25, 1919)  FXJLVnfZ,  Vim. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R.  2416,  Dec.  28,  l^UI^  fXM 

1919A,  961. 
id.  T.  Minneapolis,  St  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Vkr^UlM,  IM^. 
28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
Grand  Rapids  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Allen  County  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1910B,  9M». 
Grand  Rapids  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1032,  May  13,  1919)  P.U.a.l91VD, 

1026. 
Grand  Rapids  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  R-2392,  Nov.  27,  1918)  PX',K, 
1919A,  985. 
Id.   (Wis.  R.  2392,  Nov.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  527. 
Gtand  Rapids  Waterworks  &  Light  Commission,  Re  (Wis.  U-1421,  Oct* 
26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1421,  Oct.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1019E,  131. 
Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.,  Ft.  Covingtt)n  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1026. 
Grand  Trunk  Western  Lines  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-943-15,  Dec.  5,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  8007-16,  Aug.  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Granite  City  Gaslight  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8013,  July  31,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  536. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8013,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.  1919A,  986. 
id.   (111.  No.  8013,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  427. 
id.  (111.  No.  8013,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  543. 
id.   (111.  No.  8013,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
Grant  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3504,  Not.  28,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
Qranyille  Center  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  April  28,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C, 

1068. 
Granyille  Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  359,  April 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1028. 
Grasse  River  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4877,  April  17, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1005. 
Graves  v.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5901, 
Aug.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1039. 
id.  V.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5901, 
Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1039. 
(iray  t.  Pittsburg  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.  Order  No.  1551,  Cause  No.  3687, 

March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 
Grayling  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Mich.   D-1297,  March   28,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1068. 
Great  Bear  light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6589,  Oct.  3, 

1918)   P.U.R.1019A,  954. 
Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  Hunger  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
id.  Hanson  v.  (S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  1029. 
id.  Marindahl  Twp.  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 
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Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  Mora  v.   (Minn.)  P.U.R.1019F,  986. 
id.  O'Berg  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 
id.  Powers  v.   (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Sperry  Flour  Co.  v.  (Wash.) 

P.U.R.1919B,  101. 
id.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R-1919B,  1044. 
id.  South  Shore  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
id.  Warren  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
id.  Young  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  989. 
Great  Western  Alfalfa  Mill.  Co.  v.  Western  Light  A  P.  Co. '(Colo.  Case 

No.  163,  Decision  No.  267.  Aug.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Great  Western  Power  Co.,  Re  (CJal.  Decision  No.  5518,  Application  No. 
3460,  June  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  668. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No,  5942,  Application  No.  3460,  Nov.  19,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
.  id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5995,  Application  No.  4188,  Dec.  18,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6294,  Application  No.  439^,  April  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1003. 
Green  Bay,  Re  (Wis.  B-1,  July  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

id.  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  March  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

998. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2398,  Feb.  12,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
Green  Bay  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2404,  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

961. 
Greencastle,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4249,  Dec  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
Greencastle  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4167,  Dec.  31,  1918)  ?.U.R. 

1919A,  987. 
Greencastle  Local  Phceniz  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.   3274,   Fdb.  21, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
Greenebaum  Sons  Bank  &  T.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8340,  Oct.  15,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
Greenfield,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4373,  March  29,  1919)   P.UJt.l919C,  1051. 
Greenfield  Electric  Plant,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4630,  Aug.  26,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  991. 
Greenfield  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1004. 
Greenfield  Gaslight  O.,  Re  (Mass.  Dec.  13,  1918)   P.UJR.1919A,  987. 

id.   (Mass.  July  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Greensburgh  Water  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3617,  Dec.  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 
546. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3617,  Dec.  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  761. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3617,  Dec.  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  861. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3617,  Dec.  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  889. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4797,  Sept.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Greensburg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Kan.  Docket  No.  2655,  April  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
Green-Shoemaker  Co.  v.  Morgan's,  L.  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  (La,  Order  No. 
2241,  No.  2820,  Dec.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
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Greentown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4775,  Sept  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1001. 
Grenfield  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1816,  June  14, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Greybull  v.  Big  Horn  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Wyo.  No.  93,  Dec.  10,  1918) 

P.U.R.1019B,  1034. 
Griffin,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4474,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 

id.  V.  Southern  R.  Co.   (Ga.  File  No.  13968,  June  11,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1045. 
Griffith,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4629,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
Griswold  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1829,  July 

29,  1918)'P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
Griswold  &  Walker,  Re   (IlL  No.  8656,  Nov.  18,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1000. 
Groesbeck  v.  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Mich. 

— ,  172  N.  W.  799)  P.U.R.1919E,  622, 
id.  V.  Michigan  Independent  Teleph.  &  Traffic  Asso.  (Mich.  Sup.  CU 

—  Mich.  — -,  172  N.  W.  801)   P.U.R.1919E,  623. 
Grosse  He  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1304,  June  17,  1919)  P*U.R.1919E, 

1042. 
Groton,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3118,  July  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1910E,  1011. 
Groton-Ferner  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (S.  D.  No.  3366,  Aug.  16,  1919) 

P,U."r.1919F,  1003. 
Guide  Rock  Teleph.  Co..  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  39 J7,  May  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Gulf,  &  S.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 
Gulf,  C.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Industrial  Lumber  Co.  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1044. 
id.  V.  Texas  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  246  XJ.  S.  58,  62  L.  ed.  674,  38 

Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  236)  P.U.R.1919D,  704. 
Gulf,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5065,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

986. 
id.   (Miss.  No.  5066,  Sept.  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
id.  Ecru  v.   (Miss.)    P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
id.  McLain  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
Gund,  John,  Brewing  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2352,  June 

1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Gunnison  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  195,  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  1003. 
Gunter,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  555,  Nov.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A.  957. 
Hadley  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  184,  June  6,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E.  997. 
Hagar  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1593,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Hagerstown  v.  Hagerstown  Light  &  Heat  Co.   (Md.  Case  1589,  Order 

No.  4639,  Jan.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
Hagerstown  Light  &  Heat  Co.,  Hagerstown  ▼.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
Haines  Canyon  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6074,  Application  No. 

4291,  Jan.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
id.  Zitto  V.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
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Haines   (E.  H.)   Distributing  Co.,  Re   (IlL  No.  8597,  Nov.  18,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  947. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8597,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.lftl9A,  1021. 
Half  Moon  Bay  Water  Co.,  Ponce  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Half  moon  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6647,  Feb. 

26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1070. 
Half  Moon  Teleph,  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-321.1,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1003. 
Hall,  Re   (N.  H.  D-506,  Order  No.  861,  Feb.  28,  1919)    P.UJL1919B, 

994. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-294,  Order  No.  696,  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P, 

1029. 
Hamilton,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4170,  Nov.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Hamilton  County  Farmers  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re  (Neb.  App.  No.  8760,  Jan. 

11,  1919)  P.UJt.l919A,  1029. 

Hamilton  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1774,  Nov.  26, 1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  974. 
Hamilton  UtiUties  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9124,  July  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

10S6. 
id.   (111.  No.  8626,  Sept.  8,  1919)  P.UJL1919F,  1007. 
id.  King  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1032. 
Hammond  Lumber  Co.,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  466,  P-780, 

F-781,  F-782,'Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
Hammond  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1597,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.UJL1919P, 

1005. 
Hammond,  W.  &  E.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4119,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U3. 

1919A,  980. 
Hammonton  &  E.  H.  City  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  17,  1918)  P.UJl. 

1919B,  747. 
*Hanchett  v.  Henderson   (Cal.  Decition  No.  6326,  Case  No.  1267,  May 

12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1066. 

Haneock  v.  East  Side  Canal  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6386,  Case  No.  1250^ 

June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Hanks,  Re  (Utah,  Case  Na  178,  July  31,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919E,  lOlT. 
Hanna,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6808,  July  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1007.  '       . 

Hannibal  R.  A  Electric  Ck>.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1736,  Feb.  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
Hansen,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6967,  Application  No.  4156,  Nov.  29, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  945. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  139,  March  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  989. 
Hansford  Gas  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5863,  Application  No. 

4109,  Oct.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
Hanson  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  F-666,  July  21,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1029. 
V.  Tri-County  Farmers  Teleph.  0>.    (S.  D.  Order  F-696,  March 

3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Hanson  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3474,  April  12, 1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1060. 
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Hape,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  Nos.  2430-1919,  2435-1919,  May  6, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  997. 
Hardin  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  694,  Report  A; 

Order  No.  249,  Nov.-  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  571. 
id.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  694,  Report  &  Order  No.  249,  Nov.  21,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  773. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  694,  Report  &  Order  No.  249,  Not.  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  774. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  694,  Report  &  Order  No.  249,  Nov.  21,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
Harmony  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  May  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1016. 
Harrietstown,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6464,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1047. 
Harris,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4200,  Nov.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  286. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4256,  Dec.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  952. 
Harrisbnrg  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Rodenhaver  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919P,  996. 
Harrison,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  131,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  990. 
Harrison  Heights  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  June  19,  1919)  F.U.R.1919D, 

1018. 
id.  (N.  J.  Jrnie  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  135. 
Harshbarger  v.  Lewiston  k  K,  Turnp.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

.        1465,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  966. 
Hartford  So  S.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2879,  Sept.  10, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Hartford  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-519,  Order  No.  845,  Jan.  21,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  1029. 
Hartigan  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  Sf.  Co.  (Cal.  Ct.  App.  1918,  —  CaL  App.  — , 

177  Pae.  484)  P.U.R.1919E,  282. 
Hartzell  v.  Bangor  &  P.  Traction  Co.    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket  Nos. 

1562-1969,  2305,  April  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
Hastings  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Fla.  Order  No.  61,  Sept.  5,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1046. 
Haverhill  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Hawkins  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1636,  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Hawks  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4439,  Aj^ril  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1066. 
Hays,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2717,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 
Hay  ward.  Re  (Mich.  D-1323,  July  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1043. 
Hazleton  v.  Hazleton  Steam  Heating  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

2363,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
Hazleton  Steam  Heating  Co.,  Hazleton  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
Heath  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (S.  D.  F-650,  May  15,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Hebard  Exp.  &  Van  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  9212,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1000. 
Hebron,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4437,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4437,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 
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Hebron  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No,  4302,  Feb.  21,  1919)    P.UJ1.1919B, 

1013. 
Hector   Teleph.  Exch.   Co.,   Re    (Minn.   May   2C,   1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1016. 
Hcdgt's,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2889,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1020. 
Hedglen,  Re  (Mich.  T-208,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Helena  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mont.  Docket  No.  687,  Report  &  Order 
No.  245,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  770. 
id.   (Mont.   Docket  No.   687,  Report  &  Order  No.   245,  Nov.   18, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.   (jNIont.  Docket  No.  687,  Report  and  Order  No.  246,  Nov.  18, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  627. 
id.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  687,  Report  and  Order  No.  246,  Nov.  18, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  745- 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035, 
Helm  (M.  J.)  Storage  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8992,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1046. 
Helvetia  Milk  Condensing  Co.  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Rr-2457,  July 

11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
Hemmingsen,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  80,  Oct.  6,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  946. 

id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  168,  April  24,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C,  1041. 
Henderson,  Re   (Mich.  No.  8030-8,  Nov.  7,  1918)   P.U.Ra919A,  96^ 
id.  V.  Bradburn    (Okla.  Order  No.  1553,  Cause  No,  3626,  March 

31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1055. 
id.  Hanchett  y.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19i9E,  1056. 
Henderson  Coal  Co.  v.  American  Exp.  Co.   (Pa,  Complaint  Docket  No. 

2355,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919EJ  288. 
Henderson  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1338,  Oct.  2,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1018. 
Henderson  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Nov.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1005. 
Henryetta  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Missouri,  0.  &  G.  R.  Co.  v.  (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1919B,  998. 

Henryetta  Public  Service  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1678,  Causes  No. 

3703,  3704,   ConsoHdated,  July   31,   1919)    P.U.IL1919F,  997. 

id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1581,  Cause  Nos.  3703,  3704,  Aug.  30,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919F,  996. 

Henry  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (111.'  No.   8929,  AprU  4,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1068. 
Heppner  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-221,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 
487,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.   (Or.   U-F-221,  P.   S.   C.  Or.   Order  No.   487,  Jan.  28,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  823. 
id.   (Or.   U-F-221,   P.   S.   C.  Or.  Order  No.   487,  Jan.   28,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  870. 
id.  (Or.  U-F-221,  P.  S.   C.  Or.  Order  No.  487,  Jan.  28,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  873. 
Hermosa  Beach  Water  Corp.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6164,  Application 
No.  4132,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
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Hermosa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3410,  May  21,  1919^)  P.UJL1919D, 

1017. 
Herrmann  Warehoiwe  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8580,  Nov.  1^  1918)   P.U.R, 

1919A,  947. 
id.   (111.  No.  8580,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1021. 
Herron  v.  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No. 

674,  Report  &  Order  No.  242,  July  20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919E, 

292. 
Hewitt  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  May  6,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C,  1058. 
Heyman  v.  Burleson   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6717,  April  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Hey  worth.  Re  (111.  No.  9210,  June  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 
Higgins  V.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4347,  March  14, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
Highland  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1501,  May  2,  3919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  981. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1631,  May  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1021. 
Highland  Park,  Water  Comrs.  v.    (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
Highland  Park  &  R.  O.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1168,  June  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1015. 
Highland  Park  Fireproof  Storage  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8614,  Dec.  16,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  947. 
id.   (111.  No.  8614,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1022. 
Highland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6932,  July  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
Highleyman,  Miami  Gas  Co.  v.  (Fla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
Highway  Comrs.  v.  Chicago  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (HI.  No.  3385,  June  17, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  9369,  Sept.  16, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

982. 
Highway  Dept.,  Re    (Aria.  Docket  No.  599,  March  14,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  998. 
Hill,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  P-227,  Order  No.  535,  Nov.  23,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  946. 
Hill  City  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2234,  Jan.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1037. 
H merest  Water  Co.,  Robinson  v.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 
UiUsboro,  North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  858 
id.  North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.  (Or.)  RU.R.1919B,  429. 
id.  North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.   8119,  Dec.   16,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Hillsboro  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Landsinger   Bros.  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1052. 
Hillsboro  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1150,  Nov.  29,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  1034. 
Hillsborough  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1030. 
Hinckley  v.  Cumberland  (bounty  Power  &  Light  Co.    (Me.  F.  0.  211,' 

Dec.  26,  1918)   r.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
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Hines,  Re  (Utah,  No.  35,  July  12,  1919)  P.U.R,1919B,  1008. 

id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6620,  Application  No.  4677,  July  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
id.  (N.  H.  D-548,  Order  No.  922,  July  30,  1919)    P.UJ1.1919B, 

999. 
id.   (IlL  No.  9406,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
id.   (111.  No.  9297,  Sept.  16,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  989. 
id.   (Idaho^  Case   F-300,   Order  No.  603,  Oct   16,   1919)    P.U.R. 

191 9F,  1025. 
id.  Albion  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1050.   . 
i  .*.  All  ntic  Ref.  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
id.  Bellshaw  Farmers  &  Gleaners  Elevator  Co.  y.    (Ind.)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1088. 
id.  Chatfleld  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  V.  East  St.  Louis  Light  A  P.  Co.  (111.  No.  8901,  May  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1Q19D,  1031. 
id.  Tagner  y.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
V.  White  Y.  (111.)   P.U.R.1919F,  981. 
Hingham  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Jan.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1027. 

id.   (Mass.  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
Hirschey  &  Lewis,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6554,  Oct.  15,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  948. 
Hite  Y.  CincinnaH,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (III.  Sup.  Ct.  1918;  284  lU.  297, 

119  N.  E.  904)  P.U.R.1919E,  625. 
Hittle  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9186,  July  14,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  lOOL 
Hives,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8031,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1048. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  8031,  Sept.  12,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  1023. 
Hobaugh  v.  Southern  P.  CJo.   (Or.  F-690,  P.  S.  0.  Or.  Order  No.  439, 

Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
Hoffman,  Re  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  4115,  Oct  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

976. 
Hoffman  Bros.  Co,  y.  Wabash  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4319,  Dec.  31,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Holbrook  Light  &  P.  O.,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  638,  Oct.  22,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  970. 
Holdenville  Ice  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1572,  Cause  No. 

3675,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
Holland,  Re  (Mich.  D-847,  Aug.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 

id.   (Mich.  D-847,  Oct.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Holliday,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6469,  Application  No.  4675,  June  30, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
Hollister  Warehouse  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6244,  Application  No. 

4458,  April  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1022. 
Hollopeter  v.  Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4370,  Feb.   1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Holton  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6397,  Application  No.  4443, 

June  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Holt  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1699,  Aug.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1006. 
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Home  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-222,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order 
No.  488,  Jan.  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
id.  (Or.  U-F-222,  P.  S.   C.  Or.  Order  No.  488,  Jan.  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  714. 
id.  (Or.  U-F-222,  P.  a  C.  Or.  Order  ^o.  488,  Jan.  81,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  877. 
id.  (Or.  U-P-222,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  488,  Jan.  31, 1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  222. 
Home  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  4803,  4804,  4824,  Sept.  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Homer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8518,  Oct.  22,  1918}  P.U.R. 
1919A,  947. 
id.   (111.  No.  8374,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972.      . 
id.   (111.  No.  8374,  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  528. 
id.  (HI.  No.  9160,  July  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1036. 
id.   (111.  No.  9100,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1001. 
Homestead  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  3377,  April  12,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1059. 
Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3702,  April  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  866. 
Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1252,  July  1,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
955. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1261,  July  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1034. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  3458,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006, 
id.   (Mo.  No.  1468,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  25. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1538,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1031. 
id.  (111.  No.  8390,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1020. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1460,  Jan.  1,  1919)    P.U.R.1^19A,  1010. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4448,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4208,  April  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  131. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4203,  April  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4203,  April  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
id.  (Minn.  June  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
id.   (HL  No.  8952-A,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
Homewood  v.  Pennsylvania  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1971,  Jan. 
20,  1919)   P.UJR.1919A,  963. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1971,  Jan.  20, 
1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  459. 
Honey  Creek   Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1581,  July   17,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Hood  ▼.  West  Penn  Power  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1730-1917, 

Dec.  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1919D,  568. 
Hooper  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  389S,  May 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1027. 
Hoopcston  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  8472,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
986. 
id.   (111.  No.  8472,  April  14,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.   (111.  No.  8472,  April  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
Hoopeston  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  8144,  Sept.  3,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
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Hooven  &  Slack,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4316,  Feb.  1,  1919)  P.U.11.1919D,  570. 
Hooversville,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  887-1917,  Aug.  19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
id.   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  887-1917,  Aug.  19,  1918)   P.U.R. 

I919E,  222. 
id.   (Application  Docket  No.  887-1917,  Aug.  19,  1918)  P.U.R,1919F,  - 

453. 
Hope  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4051,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.UJL 

1919A,  773. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4051,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4672,  Sept.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
Hortonia  Power  Co.,  Re    (Vt.  No.   608,  Feb.  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1073. 
id.   (Vt.  No.  008,  Feb.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  011. 
Houghton  County  Bus  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1309,  May  9,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1069. 
Houston,  Houston  Electric  Co.  v.   (Tex.  Civ.  App.)   P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
id.  Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v.   (U.  8.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  622.- 
Houston  Electirc  Co.  v.  Houston  (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1919,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App. 

— -,  212  S.  W.  198)    P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
Houstonia  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1730,  Aug.  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1006. 
Hout,  Re  (Utah,  No.  130,  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
Houtzdale  Water. Co.,  O'Sullivan  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
Howe  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.    (Okla.  Order  No.  1582,  Cause 

No.  3669,  Sept.  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919^,  1030. 
Howell  Co.  V.  Corning  Irrig.  Co.   (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Cal.  — ,  171 

Pac.  100)   P.U.R.1919A,  743. 
Hoye  V.  Chicago,  M.  A  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  File  A-3195,  July  28, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 
Hoyleton  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (lU.  No.  8441,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.UJL 

1919A,  971. 
Hoyt,  Re  (Mich.  D-1321,  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1042. 

id.  V.  Winthrop   (Me.  R.  R.  481,  Aug.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  988. 
Hubbard  v.  Public  Service  Co.    (111.)   No.  6896,  Dec.  6,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  127. 
Hudson  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  3467,  May  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1028. 
Hudson  River  &  E.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7132,  Dec.  8, 

1918)   P.U.R.1I)19A,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6084,  Jan.  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1006. 
Hull  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Ct.  App.  1918,  —  Mo.  App.  — , 

208  S.  W.  494)  P.U.R.1919E,  88. 
Humboldt   Improv.    Co.,   Re    (Ariz.   Docket  No.   671,   Dec.   30,    1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  990. 
id.    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  572,  Dec.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1019. 
Hume  v.  Milton  &  M.  Junction  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1528,  May  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
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Hummelstowtt  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.,  Swabb  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  989. 

Humphreys  Petroleum  Co.,  Razey  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 

Hunter,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6014,  Application  'So.  4159,  Dec.  23,         ♦ 

1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  876. 

Huntingdon   v.   Huntingdon   Water    Supply   Co.    (Pa.    Stip.    Ct.    1917, 

258  Pa.  309,  101  Atl.  989)  P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
Huntingdon  Water  Supply  (Do.,  Huntingdon  y.   (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  189. 
Huntington  Beach  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6972,  Application 

No.  4071,  Dec.  3,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Hurley  v.  Chicago  &  X.  W.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Order  F-560,  March  3,  1910) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Hurley  Teleph.  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Dougherty  v.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

191 9D,  664. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Dougherty  v.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  572. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Dougherty  v.   (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919E,  59. 
Hurst  T.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  A  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4326,  March  14, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  999. 

Huesa  Bros.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1485,  Feb.  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Hutsonville  Gas  Co.,  Re    (HI.  Nos.  8393-8396,  Oct.   8,   1918)    P.UJR. 
1919A,  951. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8393,  8395,  Oct.  8,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1019. 
Hyannis  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3895,  March  31, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
Hyd©   County  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (S.   D.   F-491,  July   1,   19lrf)    P.U.R. 
1919F,  131. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-491,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  187. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-491,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
Hydro-Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.  4713,  Aug.  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1013. 
Hyndman  y.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No,  2318, 

March  11,  1918)   P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
Idabel  y.  Idabel  Light  &  Fuel  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  3581,  Order  No. 

1532,  Jan.  4,  1919)   P.U.Ra919B,  1033. 
Idabel  Light  &  Fuel  Co.,  Idabel  v.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Idaho  Power  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-290,  Order  No.  682,  Aug.  15,  1919») 
P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
id.   (Idaho,   Case   F-300,   Order  No.   591,  Sept.   20,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1021. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  F-310,  Order  No.  602,  Oct.  14,  1919)  P.U.Ra919F, 

975. 
id.  Davis  v.   (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919E,  286. 
Ideal  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re    (111.  No.   8341,  Oct.   14,  1918)    P.UJ1.1919A, 
66L 
id.   (111.  No.  8341,  Oct.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1001. 
Illinois  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8559,  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.    (III.  No.  8829,  Jan.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  8829,  Feb.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1025. 
id.    (Miss.  No.  5048,  June  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
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Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Blairsville   (111.  No.  8312,  Oct.  15,  1918)   P.UJL 
1919A,  964. 
id.  D'Geralomo  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
id.  French  v.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1919B,  1040. 

id.  Helvetia  Milk  Condensing  Co.  v.  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1025. 
id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
id.  Robins  v.    (Iowa)   P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
Illinois  C.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8804,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.UJE1.1919B. 
1022. 
id.   (111.  No.  8824,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1022. 
Illinois  Fruit  Jobbers'  Asso.  v.  Illinois  Traction  System  (111.  No.  7109, 

Sept.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  289. 
Illinois  Independent  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re   (111.  No.  8694,  Jan.  22,  1910) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.  (111.  No.  8693,  Feb.  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
Illinois  Light  ^  P.  Co.,  R«  (111.  No.  7470,  June  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1018. 
id.  (111.  No.  9298,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1011. 
lUiooig  Local  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9197,  July  25,  1919)   P.n.R. 
1919F,  975. 
id.  (111.  No.  9197,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
id.   (111.  No.  9197,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1011. 
Illinois  Northern  R.  Co.,  Re   (IlL  No.  8436,  Sept.  10,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  993. 
id.   (111.  No.  9060,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  80i>9,  June  18,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919A,  253. 
Id.   (HI.  No.  8633,  Oct.  16,  1918)   P.U.IL1919A,  989. 
id.   (111.  No.  8422,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1023. 
id.  (111.  No.  7627,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 
id.   (111.  No.  9344,  July  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1040. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E,  63. 
niinois  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7644,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

992. 
Illinois   Southern  R.   Co.,  Re    (Mo.   Case  No.   1871,  April   28,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
niinoU  Traction  System,  Re  (111.  T-439,  Dec.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
994. 
id.  (111.  No.  9342,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1031. 
id.  Illinois  Fruit  Jobbers'  Asso.  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919E,  289. 
id.  Springfield  Terminal  R.  Co.  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919D,  998. 
Iloao  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Philippine,   Case   No.   1080,  March  31,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Imperial  Utilities  Corp.,  Chapman  ▼.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
Imperial  Valley  Gas  Co.,  Brawley  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Independence  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1419,  Oct.   14,   1918)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  1046. 
Independent  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  8904,  March  18,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
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Independent  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Midland  Teleph.  Co.  (Utah,  Nov.  21,  1917) 
P.U.R.1919B,  630. 
id.  V.  Midland  Teleph.  Co.    (Utah,  Nov.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1919B, 

961. 
id.  V.  Midland  Teleph.  Ca    (Utah,  Nov.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1919D, 
567. 
Indiahoma  Bef.  Co.,  North  American  Car  Co.  v.   (III.)    P.U.R.1919A, 
748. 
id.  North  American  Car  Co.  v.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919A,  880. 
Indiana  County  Street  R.  Co.,  Mosher  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
Indiana  Fuel  A;  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4218,  AprU  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1036. 
Indian*  Gas  Transp.  Ck).,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4217,  Jan.  11,  1919)   P.U.R. 

i919A,  992. 
Indiana  General  Service  (^.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4255,  Jan.  9,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1025. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4380,  March  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
*  id.   (Ind.  No.  4601,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
id.  Little  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4430,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1046. 
Indianapolis  v.  College  Park  Land  Co.  (Ind.  Sup.  Ct  1918,  —  Ind.  — , 

118  N.  K  356)  P.U.R.1919A,  672. 
Indianapolis  A  C.  Traction  Co.,  Kitley  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  288. 
Indiajiapolis  &  L.  Traction  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nob.  4640,  4641,  July  11, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
Indianapolis  Light  <&;  Heat  Co.,  Cuttear  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJEt.l919D,  1031. 
id.  Fisher  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
id.  Marion  Paint  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1046. 
Indianapolis  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4620,  July  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1004. 
Indianapolis  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4278,  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1025. 
Indiana  Power  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4368,  March  16, 1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1028. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4358,  March  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  611. 
Indiana  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  3764,  Nov.  2,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  986. 
Indiana  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4108,  Dec.  26,  1918)    V.U.R. 
1919A,  980. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4658,  July  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1046. 
Indiana  Union  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3492,  Aug.  2,  1018) 

P.U.R,1919A,  1024. 
Indian  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-254,  Order  No.  649,  Jan. 

20,  1919)  P.U.R.1910A.  1001. 
Industrial  Lumber  Co.  v.  Gulf,  C.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2805,  Order 

No.  2269,  April  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
Ingalls'  Motor  Bus  Line,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6530,  Oet.  17, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1032. 
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Ingl^sby,  Re  (Utah,  Case  Ko.  216,  Sept.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.3919F,  974. 
Inglewood  v.  Inglewood  Water  Co.    (Cal.  DecUion  No.  6312,  Case  Ko. 

1300,  May  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
Inglewood  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6082,  Application  No.  4147, 
Jan.  27,  1919)    P.U.R.1019B,  1017. 
id.  Inglewood  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1910E,  1030. 
Kiland  Barge  Line,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2287,  No.  2809,  June  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
Innian  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  No.  2842,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, ' 

1001. 
Installation  &  Moving  Charges,  Re  (N.  H.  Order  No.  829,  Dec.  3,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
Installation  of  Electrical  Services,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2115, 

Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1425, 
Jan.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
id.   (X.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2311,  Aug.  1,  1919)    P.UJa919E, 
1048. 
Intermoimtain  R.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-257,  Order  No.  546,  Jan.  11, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
Intermountain  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.  Decision  No.  198,  Applica- 
tion No.  22,  Sept.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
International  Paper  Co.  v.   Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.    (Me.  F.  C. 
230.  March  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
id.  v.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  241,  May  5,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
id.  V.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  248,  Aug.  8,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
International  Power  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U-367,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1005. 
id.   (Me.  U-358,  Aug.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
International  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6584,  Oct.  3,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7133,  Dec.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6480,  Feb.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6480,  Feb.  20',  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  869. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7164,  April  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7169,  April  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.  Aue  v.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1919E,  628. 
id.  v.  Craver-Dickinson  Seed  Co.  y.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1005. 
id.  Fuhrman  y.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  624. 
id.  Lockport  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.  v.  Rann  (N.  Y.  a.  App.,  1918,  224  N.  Y.  83,  87,  120  N.  JE.  163) 
P.U.R.1919B,  830. 
Inter^State  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Mont.  Docket  No.  679,  Report  k  Order 
No.  238,  July  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  571. 
id.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  680,  Report  &  Order  No.  241,  July  18,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  672. 
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Inter-State  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  681,  Report  &  Order  No. 

239,  July  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  671. 
Interstate  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1238,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.tJ.R. 
1919A,  977. 
id.  (111.  7626,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1490,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  136. 
Interstate  Pnb.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4090,  Nov.  27,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919A,  973. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4383,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4383,  May   19,   1919)    P.U.R.1919D,   1036. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4661,  July  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
id.   (Ind,  No.  4735,  Oct.  14,  1919)   P.U.R,1919F,  1015. 
id.  Bedford  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
id.  Seymour  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
id.  Seymour  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1919B,   1037. 
id.  ShelbyviUe  Desk  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
Interstate  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-291,  Order  No.  675,  July  1, 

1919)   P.UJ1.1919E,  631. 
Interurban  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  4472,  4480,  4481,  4486,  4487,  4493,  4498, 

4499,  4502,  4506,  4507,  April  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
Interurban  Exp.  Asso.,  Furnas  loe  Cream  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1022. 
Interurban  Land  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6379,  Application  No.  4299, 

June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Interurban  Motor  Despatch,  Re  (IlL  No.  8470,  Dec  18,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  945. 
id.   (111.  No.  8470,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1022. 
id.   (111.  No.  8783,  Jan.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1001. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8897,  March  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1049. 
Interurban  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  Nos.  4472,  4480,  4481,  4486,  4487,  4493, 
4498,  4499,  4502,  4506.  4507,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  192. 
id.  Kenyon  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
Interurban  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wia.  U-1622,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Interurban  Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5874,  Application  No. 
3547,  Oct.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5874,  AppHcation  No.  3547,  Oct.  28,  1918> 
P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
Investment  Water  Co.,  Re  ( Cal.  Decision  No.  6102,  Application  No.  4286, 
Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6102,  Application  No.  4286,  Feb.  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Ionia  Water  Power  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Micfa.  D-1291,  March  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1029. 
Iowa  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Jones  Auto  Co.    (Iowa  Sup.  Ct.    (1917)   — 

Iowa,  — ,  164  N.  W.  780)    P.U.R.1919B,  829. 
Irish,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-59,  Dec.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Iron  River  Water,  Light  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1487,  Nov.  15,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1018. 
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Iron  wood  &  B.  R.  &  Li^ht  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1296,  March  14,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1029. 
id.  (Wis.  W.  P.  68,  June  9,  1919)  P.UJEt.l919E,  1003. 
Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  ©267,  Nov.  19, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A.  1033. 
id.  Graves  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1919B,  1039. 
Iroquois  Utilities,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No-  6852,  July  24,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  977. 
id.  Gowanda  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
id.  Randolph  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
Irvington,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Irwin  V.  Conestoga  Traction  (3o.    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket  Nos.   2265 
2284,  Jan.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  622. 
id.  V.  Conestoga  Traction  Co.    (Pa,  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  2266, 

2284,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  747. 
T.  Conestoga  Traction  (^.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  2265,  2284, 
Jan.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  213. 
labell,  Bell  v.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919B,  990. 

Island  Falls  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  183)  P.U.R.1919B,  787. 
Island  Ferry  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-362,  July  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 
Itself,  Rockland,  T.  A  C.  Street  R,  Co.  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Jackson,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5835,   Application  No.  4022,  Oct.   9, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  950. 

id.   (Mich.  C-7077-63,  Feb.   18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  997. 

Id.  Bertee  Tie  Co.  v.    (111.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919E,  676. 
Jackson  County  v.  Pascagoula  Street  R.  &  Power  Co.  (Miss.  No.  6016, 

Feb.  4,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1001. 
Jackson  County  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1851*,  April  11, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  879. 

Jacksonville  R.  A  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8802,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R- 

1919B,  1022. 
id.   (111.  No.  8826,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1024. 
Jacobs,  Re  (Utah,  Case  Xo.  197,  July  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Jameson  v.  Producers  Transp.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5370,  Case.  No. 

1188,  April  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  734. 
Jamestown  v.  Warren  &  J.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6810, 

July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  102L 
Jamestown  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6899,  July  15, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Jamestown  Teleph.  Corp.,  Re  i(N.  Y.  2d  Dist,  Case  No.  6673,  March  14, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1042. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6673,  March  14,  1919)  P.UJi.l919C, 

1044. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6673,  March  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1071. 
Jamestown,  W.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7171,  May  1, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
Jasper,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4273,  Dec.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  973. 
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Jasper  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  7897,  Dec  4,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1021. 
JefferBon,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  IffS,  Jiine  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
Jeflferson  Electric  Co.,  Swartz  y.   (Pa»)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 

id.  SwartB  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  139. 
Jeffries  v.  Midland  Valley  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  8436,  Dec.  20,  1918) 

P.U.R,1919B,  1044. 
Jenks  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  No.  1674,  Cause  No.  3727>  July  1,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919B,  1022. 
Jersey  Central  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  981. 

id.   (N.  J.  July  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Jersey  Shore  Water  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  No.  3021*1917,  Nov.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  421. 

id.  (Pa.  Application  No.  1021-1917,  Nov.  20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 
•      426. 

id.   (Pa.  Application  No.  1021-1917,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 
430. 
Jerseyville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8612,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  8939,  April  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1023. 
JaweU,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae  No.  6791,  April  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

995. 
Jewett  City,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2924,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1047. 
Johnson  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4513,  May  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

•  id.  V.  Cleveland,  0.  C.  A  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4661,  Aug.  13, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 
id.  V.  Gila  Land  &  Water  Co.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  600,  June  21, 1919) 
P.UJL1919E,  1012. 
Johnson  Bronze  Co.  v.  New  Castle  Electric  Co*  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  2542,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R J1919D,  189. 
Johnson  Transfer  &  Fuel  Ck).,  Re  (111.  No.  8960,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1057. 
Johnston,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  199,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Jones,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  191,  July  10,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  207,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
id.  (111.  Case  No.  8173,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  951. 
id.  y.  Dodge    (Decision  No.  5979,   Case  No.  1259,  Dec  5,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919D,  128. 
id.  V.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4264,  Dec.  28, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
Jones  Auto  Co.,  Iowa  R.  A;  Light  Co.  v.  (Iowa  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B, 

829. 
Jonesboro  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4070,  Jan.  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1012. 
Joplin  V.  Joplin  Gas  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  2010,  April  9,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919C,  1066. 
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Joplin  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Ciwe  No.  1666,  Sept.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

993. 
Joplin  Gas  Co.,  Joplin  v.  (Mo.)  P.UJt.l919C,  1065. 
Jordan  v.  Readstown  (Wis.  U-1572,  Sept.  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 
Joseph  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4710,  Sept.  13, 1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  987. 
Joyce  Bros.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8993,  April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  994. 
Judge,  Miller  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  3088. 
Kahl,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  4849,  4850,  Oct.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  979. 

id.  (Ind.  Nos.  4849,  4850,  Oct.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1014. 
Kalispell  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.   (Mont.  Docket 

No.  702,  March  7,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919B,  1002. 
Kandiyohi  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Jan.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1014. 
Kankakee  &  U.  Traction  Co.,  Re    (III.  T-432,  Oct.  14,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  979. 
id.   (111.  T-433,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
id.  McAdoo  v.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
Kankakee   Electric  R.   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   8572,  Dec.   8,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  979. 
Kano  Oil  Co.  v.  Ajax  Gasoline  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3206,  Order  No» 

1383,  Feb.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  136. 
Kansas. V.  Burleson  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.,  1919,  250  U.  S.  188,  63  h.  ed.  926, 

39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  512)   P.U.R.1919D,  726. 
Kansas  A;  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  9154,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1001. 

id.   (111.  No.  9154,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1037. 
Kansas  City  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission   (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.,  1919,  108 

Kan.  473,  176  Pac.  824)  P.U.R.1919E,  56. 
id.  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.,  1918,  103  Kan. 

473,  176  Pac.  324)   P.U.R.1919E,  623. 
Kansas  City  Long  Distance  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Kan.  Docket  No.  2501, 

June  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1768,  Sept.  24,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1005. 
id.   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2576,  Sept.  24,  1918)   P.U.R1919B,  1014. 
Kansas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2556,  July  30,  1918)  P.UJL 

1919A,  1026. 
Kams,  Re  (Mich.  D-1283,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1028. 
Kaukauna,  Connell  v.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
Kaydeross  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7093,  Aug.  5,  1918)  P.U.R. 

191^A,  995. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6552,  Sept.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

948. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6553,  Sept.  17,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1032. 
Kearney  County  Independent  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Neb.   Application   No. 

3804,  Feb.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  No.  1655,  Aug.  26,  1918)   P.UJt.l919A, 

1005. 
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Keefe  v.  Parkfalla  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.  U-1431,  June  2,  1019) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Keeley  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  June  21, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1054. 
KeeseviUe,  A.  C.  &  L.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7168,  April 

18,  1919)   P.U.R.1019D,  1013. 
id.  (N.   Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   6923,  July  31,   1919)    P.UJ1.1919F, 

1026. 
id.  .(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6923,  Aug.  27,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1026. 
Keithsburg  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re   (111.  No.  8613,  March  18,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1058. 
Kelly,  Re    (Or.  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  536,  F-838,  Sept.   6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
Kelso  Water  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F, 

133. 
Kempton  Teleph.  Ck).,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1055. 
Kendall  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1496,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

133. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1496,  April  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  137. 
id.    (Wis.  U-1496,  April  22,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  142. 
id.    (Wis.  U-1496„  April  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Kenesaw  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3715,  March  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3451,  Feb.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
Kennedy  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.,  1919,  104  Kan. 

129,  179  Pac.  314)  P.U.R.1919D,  568. 
Kenosha  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.   R.   Co.    (Wis.   R-1569,  July  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
Kentwood  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re   (La,  Order  No.  2257,  No.  2850,  Iklarch  26, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919C,   1050. 
Kentwood,  (i.  &  S.  W.  R.  Co..  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2237,  No.  2811,  No¥. 

20,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  992. 
Kejiyon   v.   Inter-Urban    R.   Co.    (Iowa,   File  A-3073,  Dec.    16,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
Kenyon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Sept.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Keokuk  Electric  Co.,  Re   (lU.  No.  8551,  March  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1019D, 

1009. 
id.    (111.  No.  9098,  June  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1910E,  1034. 
Kerr  Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8910,  March  3,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  991. 
Kewanee  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8761,  Feb.  17,  1919)   P.U.R. 

191 9B,   1012. 
Kewanna,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4209,  Nov.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
Kewaskum   v.   Kewaskum    Electric   Light   Co.    (Wis.    U-1367,   Feb.    6, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
Kewaskum  Electric  Light  Co.,  Kewaskum  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
Key  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  9028,  Sept.  3,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  982. 
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Kiefer  v.  Chicago,  N.  S.  &  M.  R.  Co.    (Wis.   R-2399,  Oct.  14,  1918^ 

P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Kiefer  Light  &  Fuel  Co.  v.  Oklalioma  Natural  Gas  C6.   (Okla.  Order 

No.  1592,  Cause  No.  3788,  Oct.  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Kiefth  V.  Spinks  Comers  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  T-240,  Oct.  3,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1030. 
Kieninger  v.  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1897,  March  20, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
Kimble  v.  Burleson  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6006,  May  15, 1919)  P.UJl. 

1919E,  1012. 
Kincaid,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-231,  Order  No.  529,  Oct.  3,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1012. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-261,  Order  No.  559,  March  26,  1919)   P.UJL 

1919C,   1041. 
Kincaid  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8473,  March  19,  1919)   P.UJt.l919C, 

1042. 
id.   (IlL  No.  8473,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.   (111.  No.  8473,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
KiBoh  ▼.  Concord  Light  A  P.  Co.  (N.  H.  D-484,  June  1,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  884. 
King  V.  Hamilton  Utilities  Co.   (IlL  No.  8584,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.UJL 

1919B,  1032. 
King  City  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1603,  Oet  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1005. 
Kingston  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6088,  April  1, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  870. 
Kinloch-Bloomington  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8788,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1019. 
Kinloch  Long  Distance  Teleph.  Ck>.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1942;  Jan.  21, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
Kinney   ▼.   Farmers   Metropolitan   Teleph.   Co.    (Ind.   No.  4177,   Jan. 

4,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
Kiowa  Ice,  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1519,  Oause  No. 

3568,  Nov.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
Kirklin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4501,  May  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1026. 
Kirkville  Gas,  Heat  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1656,  Feb.  6, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Kitley  v.  Indianapolis  &  C.  Traction  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4242,  March  14, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  288. 
Knapp  Teleph.  Ck>.,  Re  (Wis.)  U-1583,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
Knell,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  185,  July  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1005. 
Knightetown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4057,  March  12,  1919)   P.U^ 

1919B,  1013. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4057,  March  12,  1919)  P.UJL1919F,  167. 
id.  (Ind.  Mo.  4057,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Knox  County  Electric  Oo.»  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  482,  Sept.  15,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919F,  1022. 
id.  (Me.  F.  C.  250,  Sept.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  993. 
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Knox  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4431,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  1007. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4431,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  67. 
Knoxville,  Knoxville  Gas  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B,  624. 

id.  Knoxville  Gas  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  566. 
Knoxville  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  907«,  July  26,  1919)  FJJJR. 

1919E,  1027. 
Knoxville  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Tenn.  Sept.  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 

id.  ▼.  Knoxville  (U.  &  Dist.  Ct.,  1918,  263  Fed.  217)  P.U.R.1919B. 

624. 
id.  V.  Knoxville  (U.  S.  Diet,  a.,  1918,  268  Fed.  217)  P.U.R.1919D, 
566. 
Kodan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-917,  Aug.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
Koller  T.  West  Reading  Water  Oow   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Na  1666, 
Oct.  ^,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  V.  West  Reading  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Dock^  No.  1666) 
P.U.R.1919E,  181. 
Kornheiser  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.   (N.  Y.  1st  Diat.  Case  No.  2338, 

Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Kraybill  M.  E.  Light,  Heat  A  P.  Co.,  Mt.  Holly  Sprii^  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1047. 
Kroboth,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dirt.  C^ase  No.  6842,  Ma>  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

997. 
Kuricz,  Taxi  Transp.  Ck>.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Kurtz  y    Vista  Water  Co.    (Cal.   Decision  No.  6868,  Case  No.   1190, 

Oct  28, 1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  128. 
Kurtz  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4468,  April  17,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1044. 
La  Bastile  Lodge  v.  Middleburgh  &  S.  Electric  Lights  Heat  &  P.  Ca 
{Is.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6704,  Jan.  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
824. 
Lacey  (H.  G.)   Co.,  Roddick  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
Laclede  Coxmty  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1866,  May  23,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  215. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1865,  May  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  148. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1865,  May  23,  1919)  P.XJ.R.1919F,  167. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1865,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  177. 
Laclede  Gaslight  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1673,  June  21,  1919)   P.U.K. 
1919D,    1011. 
id. '(Mo.  Case  No.  1673,  June  21,  1W9)   P.U.R.1919E,  627. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1673,  June  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  210. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Np.  1673,  June  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  135. 
id.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1673,  June  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  140. 
Laclede  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1866,  May  23,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,   1016. 
La  Croese  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.  1^-2384,  July  8,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,   1022. 
LaCrosse  Interurban  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wia,  U-1606.  Sept.  29,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
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LaOrosse  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1503,  May  8, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Ladoga  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4245,  Dec.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Ladoga  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4235,  April  2,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1014. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4235,  April  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
La  Farge  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1475,  Feb.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
1016. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1475,  Feb.  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  672. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1476,  Feb.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
La  l^^ayette   County   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1667,   Sept.   30,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Lafayette  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3874,  June  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D, 
996. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3874,  June  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  1047. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3874,  June  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919F,  178. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4346,  Jan.  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  953. 
LaGrange,  T.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4367,  Feb.  10,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1028. 
Lagro-Andrews  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4251,  Dec.  4,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1&19A,   1025. 
Laguna  Cliffs   Water   Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   6348,  Application 

No.  4514,  May.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
r.ake  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  605,  May  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1001. 
Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8197,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1910B, 
1042. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  284,  Dec.  28,  1918>  P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  9300,  Sept.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
Lake  Erie  R,  Co.,  Schamacher  v.  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
Lake  Mills  Re  (Wis.  March  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  v.  Cliicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2368, 

Jan.  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
Lake  Superior  &  L  R.  O.,  Re  (Mich.  D-275,  Dec.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
963. 
id.   (Mich.  D-275,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Lakewood  &  C.  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
f^kewood  Gas  Co,  Re  (N.  J.  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  872. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  150. 
Lanark  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8172,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.I1.1019A, 

1020. 
Uncaster  &  C.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  8928,*  June  3,  1919)   P.U.R, 
1919D,  994. 
id.   (111.  No.  8928,  June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
Landftinger  Bros.  v.  Hillsboro  A  N.  E.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2437,  July  26, 

1919)   P.U.R.191PE,  1052. 
Lane  v.  CrysUl  City  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6340,  Aug.  22, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919A.  991. 
Lane  County.  Re  (Or.  F-794,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  493,  Feb.  21,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  097. 
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Lapaz  &  Home  Tel^h.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4327,  May  1,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,   1058. 
Lapel  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4016,  March  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1000. 
LaPlata  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1947,  June  23,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  1016. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1947,  June  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1947,  June  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  222. 
La  Porte,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4670,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1013. 
La  Porte  Gas  A  E.  Co.  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  3774-3777,  Aug.  10,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  748. 
id.  (Ind.  Nos.  3774-3777,  Aug.  10,  1918)   P.UJ1.1919B,  749. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4181,  Nov.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4465,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
La  Porte  Municipal  Water  Plants  Re  (Ind.  No.  4460,  April  80,  1919) 
P.UJ1.1919C,  1061. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4460,  ^pril  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  673. 
Larsen  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1441,  Dec,  12, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
Larson  v.  Rio  Electric  Co.  (Wis.  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A,  977. 

id.  V.  Rio  Electric  Co.  (Wis.  Dec  16»  1938)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
La  Salle  &  B.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  T-437,  Dec.  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

999. 
Laaham  Edward  Co.,  Re  (DL  No.  8608,  Oct  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
947. 
id.  (111.  No.  8608,  Nov.  18, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1021. 
Lassen  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6197,  Application  No.  4432, 

March  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1021. 
Laiu*ence  Mines  Co.  v.  Mineral  Point  Zinc  Co.   (WIb.  R-2413,  March 

24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
Lawrence,  Re  (Utah,  June  5,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  347. 
Lawrenceburg  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4650,  Sept.  22,   1919)    P.UJ^. 

1919F,  995. 
Lawrence  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mass,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  987. 

id.   (Mass.  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Lawrence  Park  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5739, 

March  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
Lawrence  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3758,  June  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,   1016, 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3758,  June  13,  1919)   P.U.R.IOIOF,  170. 
Lawrenceville  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7930,  Jan.  8,  1919; 
P.U.R.1919A,  1024, 
id.   (No.  8998,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R,1919D,  1025. 
Lawrence  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6464,  Application  No. 

4664,  June  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
Lay  V.  Perry  Ice  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3758,  Aug.  28,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F.  1024. 
Leach's  Storage  Warrfiouse,  Re  (111,  No.  8450,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1020. 
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Lead  Belt  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ma  Case  No.  1848,  May  31,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1016. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1848,  May  81,  1919)  P.U.R,1919E,  211. 
Lea  Oiisley  &  Sons,  Re   (Idaho,  F-277,  Order  No.  598,  Oct.  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Lebanon,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4344,  Feb.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 

id.  V.  Lebanon  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1709, 

June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  T.  Lebanon  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1709, 

June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  626. 
id.  v.  Lebanon  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1709, 

June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  628. 
Lebanon  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.,  Lebanon  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  Lebanon  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
id.  Lebanon  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  628. 
LeClair,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6826,  May  «0,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  997. 
Leeds  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1688,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919P,  1006. 
Leelanau  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-231,  April  10,  1019)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1068. 
Lee  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-320,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.UJL1919A,  1003. 
Lehigh  k  N.  E.  R.   Co.,  Lehigh  Xav.   Electric  Co.  t.    (Pa.)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  622. 
Lehigh  Nav.  Electric  Co.  t.  Lehigh  ft  N;  B.  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  ^666,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  G22. 
Lehigh  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Buffalo,  R.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  1634,  Jan.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  101. 
Lehigh  Traction  Co.,  Ferry  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  984. 

id.  Ferry  v.  <Pa.)   P.U.R.1919E,  209. 
Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  Dupont  v.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  1010. 

id.  Schadd  v.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Lehto,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8030-32,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1007. 
Leigh  A  Green,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  127,  Feb.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

989. 
Lemmer,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8030-9,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Lena  Electric  Light  t  P.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  6987,  Feb.  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1003. 
id.   (111.  No.  9190,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  10.36. 
Lenawee  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Davis  v.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1910D,  1047. 
Lenderink,  Re   (Mich.  07077-74,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1009. 
Lendved  v.   Matteson  Teleph.   Co.    (Wis.   Oct.   6,   1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1031. 
Levigns  v.  Chicago,  M.  A  G*  R.  Co.  (lU.  No.  9149,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  987. 
Lewis  A  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  442,  F-776,  Sept. 

30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
Lewiston,  A.  A  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  285,  Sept.  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1919D,  622. 
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Lewiiton  A.  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  480,  May  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  161,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
Lewiston  &  K.  Tump.  Co.,  Harshbarger  v.  (P*u)  P.U.R,1919A,  966. 
Lewiston  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  195,  Sept.  14,  1918)  P.U.R, 
1919A,252. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  No.  195,  Sept.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  195,  Sept.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  643. 
Lewiston  Valley  Water  Co.,  Re    (IdaJio,  Case  F-282,  Order  No.  593, 

July  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Lexington  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8447,  Feb.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1012. 
Liberty  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8358,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  948. 

id.   (111.  No.  8368,  Jan.  7,  1939)  P.U.R.1919A,  1023. 
Liberty  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4511,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1026. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4515,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  J007. 
Liberty-Newton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  S.  B.  1262,  July  16,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1036. 
Licking  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1564,  Jan.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1072. 
Light  Committee  v.  Penn  Central  Light  &  P.  Co.  ( Pa.  Complaint  Docket 
No.  1441,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  694. 
id.  ▼.  Penn  Central  Light  k  P.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 
1441,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  882. 
Lima  y.  Lima  Teleph.  &  Teleg,  Co.    (Ohio  No.  443,  June  12,  i919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Lima'Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Lima  ▼.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Lime  Ridge  &  1.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1644,  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1030. 
Lock  V.   (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1048. 
Lincoln,  Lincoln  Gas  A  E.  L.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  219. 
id.  Lincoln  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919F,  138. 
Uncoln  County  Power  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U-326.  1,  Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Me.  U-228,  Jan.  81,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1026. 
id.  (Me.  U-347,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
id.   (Me.  U-228,  Sept.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1016. 
Lincoln  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  v.  Lincoln   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  U.  8.  Adv.  Ops. 
1918-19,  588.  250  U.  S.  266,  68  L.  ed.  968,  39  Sup.  C^.  Rep. 
454,  467)  P.U.R.1919E,  219. 
id.  V.  Lincoln   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  260  U.  S.  266,  63  L.  ed.  968, 
39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  464)  P.U.R.1919F,  138. 
Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3213,  May  17, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  160. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    3652,    Sept.    21,    1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
1006. 
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Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3685,  Sept.  21, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919Ai  1006. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    3609,    Sept.    21,    1918)    F.U.R.1919A, 

1006. 
Id.  (Neb.  AppHcation  No.  3701,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  657. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3701,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  658. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3701,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  425. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3701,  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3777,  Jan.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3963,  June  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  631. 
Lincoln  Traction  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3638,  Oct.  8,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3714,  Oct.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3933,  June  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    4063,    Aug.    11,    1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1044. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3667,  Sept.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3667,  Oct.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9270,  Sept.  15,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919F,  976. 
id.   (111.  No.  9270,  Sept.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Lindsay  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6817,  Appli- 
cation No.  3878,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
Lindstrom  Handforth  Lumber  Co.,  Northern   P.  R.   Co.  ▼.    (Wash.) 

P.U.R.19i9B,  1011. 
Lineville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1964-1966,  June  38,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1964-1966,  June  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  630. 
Linn  Grove  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4392,  March  15,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  993. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4403,  March  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4628,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1014. 
Linton  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4066,  April  10,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1043. 
Linton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4562,  Oct.  14,  191^)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1016. 
Linton  Water  Co.  t.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4009, 

Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Litchfield  Water  Supply  Qo.,  Re  (111.  No.  8694,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.       . 
1919B,  1017. 
id.   (111.  No.  8694,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  62. 
Little  V.  Indiana  General  Service  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4394,  June  9,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Little  Cottonwood  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  213,  Sept.  9,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
Littleton  &  B.  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8909,  June  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
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Livingston  Pari-^li  v.  Garyville  N.  R.  CJo.   (La.  Order  Nos.  2245,  2807, 

.  Dec.  17.  1018)   P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
Llewelyn,  Re   (Utah,  Case  Xo.  189,  July  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
Lloyd,  Re  (Miss.  March  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Local  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  1363,  Sept.  27,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 
904. 
id.    (Ohio.  Xo.  1430,  Sept.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
Local  Union  Xo.  3574,  U.  M.  W.  of  A.  v.  Roundup  Electric  Co.  (Mont 
Report  &  Order  Xo.  269,  Docket  No.  712,  July  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1046. 
Lochiel  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4282,  Dec.  31,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
952. 
id.   (Ind.  Xo.  4586,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1027. 
Lock  V.  Lime   Ridge  &  I.  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1505,  Feb.  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Locke  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-244,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1029. 
Lockport  V.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Qaze  No.  6768,  April 

24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
Lockport  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6581, 

Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1033. 
Lodi  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1199,  U-1233,  Sept.  21,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  159. 
id.  (Wis.  U-119d,  U-1233,  Sept.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1199,  U-1233,  Sept.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  632. 
Logan  County  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8523,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

986. 
Lc^ransport  Utilities  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4862,  Oct.  14,  1919)    P.UJt 
1919F,  979. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4862,  Oct.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1015. 
Loganville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1647,  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1030. 
Lomax  Teleph.  O).,  Re  (111.  No.  7918,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
Lonaconing  v.  Lonaconing  Water  Co.    (Md.  Case  No.  1616,  June  19, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
id.  JT.  Lonaconing  Water  Co.  (Md.  Case  No,  1616,  June  19,  1919) 

P.U.R.1019E,  282. 
id.  V.  Lonaconing  Water  Co.   (Md.  Case  No.  1616,  June  19,  1919) 

P.U.R.1010E,  286. 
id  V.  Lonaconing  Water  Co.   (Md.  Cose  Xo.  1616,  June  19,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  632. 
id.  V,  Lonaconing  Water  Co.   (Md.  Case  No.  1616,  June  19,  1919) 

P.U.R.1019F,  131. 
id.  V.  Lonaconing  Water  O).   (Md.  Case  No.  1616,  June  19,  1919) 
P.U.R.1019F,  143. 
Lonaconing  Water  Co.,  Lonaconing  v.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
id.  Lonaconing  v.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  282. 
id.  Lonaconing  V.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919E,  286. 
id.  Lonaconing  v.   (Md.)   P.U.R.1919E,  632. 
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Lonaconing  Water  Co.,  Lanaconinff  v.   (Md.)   P.U.R.1919F,  131. 

id.  Lonaconing  V.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
Long  Islrnd  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (X.  Y.  Ist  Diet.  Case  No.  1324,  Jan. 

14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Long  Island  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Disfc.  Case  No.  6902,  June 

26,  1910)   P.U.R.1919E,  1046. 
J^ng  Island  R.   Co.,  Re    (N,  Y.   1st  Dist.   Case  No.  2359,  April   24, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2366,  April  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 
1041. 
Loogootee,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4397,  Marcli,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  993. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4397,  March,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4465,  April  17,  1919)  P.U.RJOIOC,  1051. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4627,  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1040. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4644,  July  11,  1919)  P.U.R.i910E,  1017. 
Loomis  Teleph.  Co.,  Stunes  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Lorillard  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-22fi9,  Feb.  11, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Lorince  v.  McAlester  Gas  &  Coke  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3469,  Order 

No.  1502,  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Los  Altos  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5911,  Application  No.  3968, 

Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.19JL9A,  1011. 
Los  Angeles  &  S.  D.  Beach  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6062,  Applica- 
.  tion  No.  4084^  Jan.  10,  1919)  P.U,R.J919C,  696. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6052,  Application  No.  4084,  Jan.  10,  1910) 
P.UJ1.1919D,  1033. 
Los  Angeles  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.,  Clide  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Los  Angeles  County  Waterwcwrks  Co.,  Re  (Cttl.  Decision  No.  6188,  Appli- 
cation No.  4220,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (CaL  Decision  No.  6777,  Application  No. 

2222,  Sept.  18,  1918)  P.U,R.1919B,  661. 
Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6334,  Application 

No.  4561,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1038. 
Los  Verjels  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6075,  Applioatka 
No.  4290,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
id.  Costello  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
Lott,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8030-31,  Sept.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  983. 
Louisiana  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Paty  v.   (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 

id.  Zion  V.   (La.)  P.U.R.1919D.  1040. 
Louisiana  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re   (La.  Order  No.  2240,  No.  2813,  Nov.  20, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  994. 
Ix>uisiana  Box  Co.  t-  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.   (La.  Order  Nos.  2281, 

2888,  May  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
Louisiana  Light,  Power  A  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1788,  Oct. 
29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1733,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  543. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1733,  Oct.  29^  1918>  P.U.R.1919B,  749. 
Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.,  Dean  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
id.  Louisiana  Box  Co.  v.  (La.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
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Louisianft  R.  k  Nav.  Co.,  Prairicville  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 

id.  Railroad  Commission  t.  (La.)  P.U.R.1019C,  1048. 

id.  Railroad  (^>mmi88ion  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1049. 

id.  Railroad  Commission  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

id.  Railroad  Commission  r.  (La.)  P.U.R.1S19E,  283. 
Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8756,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.B.1919A,        , 
9$9. 

id.  Beatty  t.  (Ky.  Ct.  App.)  P.UJL1919E,  89. 
Louisville  &  S.  L  Traction  Co.,  Shoemaker  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1910B,  1006. 
Lovell  United  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-332,  AptU  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

loer. 

Lowenthal  ▼.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6608, 

Aug.  22,  1918)  P.U.RJ919B,  1046. 
Lowville  &  B.  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7201,  July  5,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
Loyal  Electric  Lijjht  &  Waterworks,  Re   (Wis.  U-1626,  May  21,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.   (Wis.  U^1526,  May  21,  1939)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Ludington  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mi^h.  D-1307,  July  18,  1919)  P.U*R.1919P, 

1026. 
Ludington  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1622,  May  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1017. 
Ludlow  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1967,  May  6,  1919)   P.U.R, 

1919F,  1002. 
Ludwig,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  156v  May  X9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
Lumbermen's   Exch.,   Re    (Cal.    Decision    No.    5826,    Application   Nos. 
3664,  3690,  3911,  8981,  8982,  Oct  1,  1918)   P*U.R.1919B,  1018. 
Lumberton  Light,  Wat^r  k  Sewerage  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Jan.  23,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919B,  1017. 
Lnmni  Nav.  Co.,  Public  Service  Ommiseion  ex  rel.  Lumni  Island  Civic 

Improv.  Club  V.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
Luther,  Re    (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.   1886-1918,  Cet.   16,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  946. 
Lynch  ▼.  3ronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist  Case  No.  2382,  July  18, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1048. 
McAdoo,  Re  (111.  No.  8798,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
id.  American  Petroleum  League  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1919D,  664. 
id.  V.  Kankakee  &  U.  Traction  Co.   (111.  No.  8646,  Oct  30,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  957. 
id.  Union  Grove  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
id.  Western    Petroleum    Refiners    Asso.    y.    (Okla.)    P.U.R*1919A, 

907. 
id.  Western    Petroleum    Refiners    Asso.   y.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1919B, 

637. 
id.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  734. 
id.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  v.  (Okla.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  974. 
id.  Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  696. 
McAlester,  McAlester  Gas  k  Coke  Co.  v.  (Okla,)  P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
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McAlester  Gas  &  Cote  Co.,  Lorince  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1019B,  1038. 

id.  V.  McAlester   (Okla.  Order  No.  1507,  Cause  Xo.  34i8,  Oct.  31,. 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  988. 

McConnellsburg  v.  McConnellsburg  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint   Docket 

No.  2263,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
McConnellsburg  Water  Co.,  McConnellsburg  v.  (Pa.)  P.XJ.R.1919B,  1048. 
McCowan  v.  Western  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6428,  Ca«  Xo.  1276,. 

June  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
McGinley  v.  Noble   (Okla,  Cause  No.  3716,  Order  No.  1567,  May  29,. 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 

McGowan  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1410,  Xov.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  977. 
Machemer  v.  West  Reading  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Xo.  1661, 
Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  V.  West  Reading  Water  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Xo.  1661) 
P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
McHenry  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8561,  Sept.  24,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1019. 
id.   (IlL  No.  8809,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007.      • 
id.   (lU.  No.  8809,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
Mclntire  Coal  &  B.  S.  Co.  v.  Zanesville  Terminal  R.  Co.    (Ohio,  No. 
1518,  Jan.  23.  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.  V.  Zanesville  Terminal  R.  Co.   (Ohio,  No.  1518,  Jan.  23,  191 9 > 
P.U.R.1919E,  55. 
Mackay  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  547,  Nov.  11,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  572. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  547,  Nov.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  773. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  547,  Nor.  11,  1918)   P.U.R.1918B,  846. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  547,  Nov.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  60. 
Mackay   (J.  J.)   Water  Service,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  606,  April  88, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
McKean  Natural  Gas  CJo.,  Washburn  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  513. 
McKenna  v.  Utah  Gas  A  Ck>ke  Co.    (Utah,  Special  Docket  Nov.  10, 

Dec.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
Mackintosh  v.  Middlesex  &  B.  S.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1634^  May  17, 

1919)  P.U.R.1019D,  1033. 
McLain  v.  Gulf,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.   (Miss.  No.  6064,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1028. 
Maclay  Raacho  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6039,  Application  No. 

4263,  Dec.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
Macleod  v.  New  Ehgland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1919, 
—  U.  S.  — ,  63  L.  ed.  — ,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  — )   P.U.R.1919D, 
726. 
Macleod  A  Co.,  Ysmael    (Juan)    &  (3o.  t.    (Philippine)    P.U.R.1919P, 

1008. 
MdLeod  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  May  12,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

'  1016. 
McMullen,  Re   (Mich.  D-1293,  Feb.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1029. 
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McNabb  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (III.  No.  9004,  June  30,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1027. 
Macomb  Teleph.  Co.,  Blandinsville  Switchboard  Co.  v.    (111.)    P.U.R. 

3919E,  1014. 
Macon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (lU.  No.   8881,  Feb.  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1027. 
Macoupin  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8911,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  1016. 
id.   (111.  No.  9263,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1038.  • 
McPherson,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  638,  F-836,  Sept.  6,  1019) 

P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
McPherson   Bros.   Co.,   Public  Service  CommUsion  y.    (Wash.)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1023. 
MacThwaite  Oil  &  Oas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1616,  Cause  No.  3546, 

Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
Madelia  Shipping  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Minn.  A-2637, 

Aug.  25,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
Madelia  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Feb.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1014. 
Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Edwardsville  Water  Co.  V.  (HI.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,   1032. 
id.  Middle  West  Amusement  Co.  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1919B,  824. 
Madison  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-938,  Jan.  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 
978. 
id.   (Wis.  U-938,  Jan.  2,  191»)  P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.  (Wis.  U-938,  Jan.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  746. 
Madison  Light  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4680,  Aug.  26,  1919)   P.U.R 

1919F,  996. 
Madison  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4124,  Jan.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1034.    ,    . 
Madison  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2396,  Oct  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
id.  (Wis.  R-2377,  Nov.  9,  1918)>P.UJ1.1919A,  867. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2377,  Nov.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  628. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2377,  Nov.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919D,  571. 
id.  Burwellv.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Madrid  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na  6203,  Aug.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1031. 
Magin  v.  People's  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1645,  June  26,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1056. 
Mahoning  &  S.  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission   (Ohio 
Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  120  N.  E.  835)    P.U.R.1919B, 
223. 
Maine  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  463,  April  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  242,  May  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  282. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  239,  June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
id.    (Me.  R.  R.  494,  Aug.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1022. 
id.  Conway  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 
id.  Richmond  v.  (Me.)   P.U.R.1919F,  084. 
Maine  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-322,  Nov.  19, 1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1045. 
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Malone  Light  «fc  P.  Co.,  Ref  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Xo.  6524,  Dec.  3,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1034. 
1<L  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist^  Case  No.  6624,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1072. 
ICanawa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  D€C.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.X919A,  1010. 
Manchester  &  D.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-530,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1066. 
Mandeville  v.  New  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2286,  No.  2889, 

June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 
Manhattan  Teleph.  Co^  Re  (111.  No.  8323,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1002. 
id.  (HI.  No.  7794-7854,  Consol.  Jan.  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1025*.. 
Manheim  Water  Co.,  Berntheisel  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
Manila  Gas  Corp.,  Re  (Philippine  Case  No.  1107,  Aug.  14,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  76. 
Monistique  &  L.  S.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  €-8007-11,  >Iarch   10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
Manitowoc  &  N.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2385,  Aug.  7,  1918)  P.U.R. 

3919A,  169. 
Manitowoc  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1377,  Oct,  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Manning,  Re  (Kan.  No.  2810,  May  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
M^n  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8920,  May.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Mansfield  Electric  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  8285,  Oct.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1910B, 

1032. 
.Mansfield  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  2057,  Sept.  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Manteca  Warehouse  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6479,  Application  No. 

4669,  July  3,  1919)  P.UJL1919F,  1006. 
Manteca  Waterworks,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6166,  Application  No.  4374, 

Feb.  26,  1W9)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1020. 
Manufacturers'  Junction  R.  Co.^  Re    (111.  No.  8440,  Sept.  10,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
Marcoe  v.  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  (Wis.  U-1425  Oct.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  3038. 
Marian  Mill.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   6222,  Application  No.  4426, 

March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1021.     • 
Maricopa  County,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  621,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

966. 
Marietta  &  V.  R.  Co.,  Vincent  Hardware  A  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1013. 
Marindahl  Twp.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  No.  3363,  July  29, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 
Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4266,  Application 

No.  1154,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
id.  V.  North  Coast  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Cal.  — ,  173 

Pac.  473)  P.U.R.1910A,  881. 
Marion,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4553,  June  T,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
Marion  A  B.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4298,  Feb.  15,  1918)    P.U.R. 

191JB,  1005. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4298,  Feb.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  875. 
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Marion  &  B.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4298,  Feb.  16,  1919)   P.U.R 

1919C,  879. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4298,  Feb.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  570. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4457,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 
Marion  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.,  Cliristiansen  v.  (Wis.)  P.UJL1919F,  1031. 
Marion  County  v.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4779, 

Sept.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
Marion  Paint  Co.  y.  Indianapolis  Light  &  Heat  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4660, 

July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1046. 
Marion  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1275,  T-204,  Oct.  7,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  976. 
id,   (Mich.  D-1275,  T-204,  Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1018. 
Markeaan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1384,  Jan.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
Maroa  t.  Bloomington,  D.  &  C.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  8726,  Jan.  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
Marquette  &  A.  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1511,  May,  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1017. 
Marquette  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1623,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Marshfield  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1416,  Jan.  8,  1919)   P.U.R 

1919B,  1047. 
Marshfield  Water,  Electric  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1225,  July  25, 

1919A,  1002. 
Martell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  8947,  May  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1027. 
Martin,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6214,  Application  Nos.  3901,  4338,  March 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6214,  Application  Noa.  3901,  4338,  March 

22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
id.  V.  Westchester  Light  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6459,  Aug.  22, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 

Martinez-Benicia  Ferry  &  Transp.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  6167, 

Application  No.  4056,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1020. 
:Martin8ville  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Singleton  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Martinsville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  3862,  July  24,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  8577,  March  17,  1919)  P.U.R.  1919C,  1058. 
Massachusetts  Xortlieastern  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2395,  May 
14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
Id.  ▼.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.  I>-524,  Order  No.  865,  March  20, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  998. 

Matheny  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3726,  Oct.  25,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A.  1006. 
Matteson  Teleph.  Co.,  Lendved  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Mattoon  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  8467,  Oct.  29,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  986. 
id.  (111.  No.  8467,  April  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.   (111.  No.  8467,  April  16,  1019)  P.U.R.1919P,  141. 
Maxwell-Brady  Teleph.  System,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3800,  Aug.  23, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
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May  V.  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.  Informal  Complaint  No.  5043,  Dec. 

26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
Mazeppa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Sept.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Mears  v.  Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  k  P.  (^,   (Mo.  No.  1846, 

June,  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  137. 
Mechanicville  v.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No;  6361, 

Aug.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Medianicville  Electric  Light  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae  No. 

6546,  Feb.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1044. 
Medford  Light  &  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1631,  May  21,  1919)  P.a.R. 

1919D,  1009. 
Medora  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7916,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
Medors  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7916,  Oct.  1,  1918)  PX.R.1919B,  544. 
Melich,  Re  (Utah  Case  No.  70,  Aug.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  60. 
Mellen  Creamery  Co.  v.  Western  Exp.  Co.  (Wis.  April  28,  1919)  1>.U.R. 

1919C,  1062. 
Melrose  Park  v.  Public  Stervice  Co.  (111.  No.  8544,  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1037. 
Melrose  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn:  Dee.  20,  1918)  P.UJa.l919A,  1006. 
Menasha  v.  Wisconsin  Traction.  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.  R-2483, 

June  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
Menasha  Paper  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.   (Wis. 

R-2434,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2439, 

May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Menomonee  Falls  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1344,  Feb.  12,  1919)  P.U.R, 

1919B,  1016. 
Mercer  v.  Chicago  G.  W.  R.  Co.  (Iowa  Docket  A-3173,  July  7,  1919) 

P.U.lt.l919E,  1007. 
Merchants  Heat  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3841,  Sept.  4,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1013. 
Id.  Fletcher  Sav.  &  Trust  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
id.  Rotbart  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 
Merchantville  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  June  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 

id.   (N.  J.  Aug.  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1044. 
Merrill,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  545,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
id.  V.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.  No.  5769,  July  16, 1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1050. 
Mesaba  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Aug.  7, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 
Metals  Warehouse  Corp.,  Re  (111.  No.  9335,  Aug.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

977. 
Metropolitan  West  Side  Elev.  R.  Co.,  1^  (lU.  No.  8530,  Nov.  19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
Meyer  v.  Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6380,  Case  No. 

1303,  June  3,  1019)  P.U.R.1919F,  1021. 
Miami,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  551,  Sub-3,  Nov.  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919D, 

128. 
Miami  County  Gas  Co.,  Collins  v.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  63. 
id.  Collins  v.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
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Miami  Gas  Co.  v.  Highleyman   (Fla.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Fla.  — ,  81  So. 

775)  P.U.E.1919E,  626. 
Miami  Mineral  Belt  R.  Co.,  Tri-Statc  Mines  Safety  &  S.  Asso.  v.  (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1910A,  997. 
Michigan  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  4197,  Oct.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
962. 
id.   (Mich.  X-0817,  Oct.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
id.   (Mich.  Xo.  5817,  Oct.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  4197,  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
id.   (Mich.  X-317.  Nov.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  963, 
id.   (Mich.  No.  8014-21,  Jan.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  104L 
id.   (Moh.  No.  S014-3,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077-62,  April  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077,  April  15,  1919)  P,U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.    (Mich.  No.  8014-2,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
id.    (Mich.  No.  8014-31,  Sept.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  943-10,  Sept.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  985. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  943-20,  Sept.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  985. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  2014-14,  Sept.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1025. 
id.    (Mich.  No.  2641,  Sept.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
id.    (Mich.  No.  6610,  Sept.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  985. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  8014-33,  Sept.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1025, 
id.    (Mich.  No.  4843-12,  Oct.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
id.  Denis  v.    i  Ind. )    P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
id.  Denis  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
id.  Pollen tzke  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  103». 
Michigan  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1103,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1027. 
Michigan  Heat  &  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  I>-1336,  Sept.  8,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1017. 
Michigan  Independent  Teleph.  &  TraflSc  Asso.,  Groesbeck  v.  (Mich.  Sup. 

Ct.)   P.U.R.1919E,  623. 
Michigan  League  of  Municipalities,  Re   (Mich.  T-242,  T-50,  Sept.  23, 

19191  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
Michigan  Power  Co.,  Re   (Mieh.  D-1278,  Oct.  24,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
974. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1279,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1027. 
Michigan   R.   Co.,   Re    (Mich.   D-1305,   April   15,   1919)    P.U.R.1919C,       ^ 
1068. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1305.  April  25,  1919)  P.U.R,1919C,  1068. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  8020,  May  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  995. 
id.   (Mieh.  No.  943-21,  Sept.  16,  1919,)   P.U,R.1919F,  985. 
Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1810,  May  14,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  997. 
id.  Groesb€<?k  v.   (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  622. 
Michigan  Trust  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  IK1321,  June  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1053. 
Mid-City  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re   (III.  No.  9199,  June  30,  1919)    P.U.R. 
*  1910E.  1000. 
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Middleburgh  &  S.  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  La  Bastile  Lodge  r. 

(X.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  824. 
Middlesex  A  B.  S.  R.  Co.,  Mackintosh  t.  aiass.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Middleton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4863,  Oct.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

979. 
Middletown   v.  Middletown  k  S.  Consol.  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  1813,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  967. 
Middletown  &  S.  Oonsol.  Water  Co.,  Middletown  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

967. 
Middle  VVest  Amusement  Co.  v.  Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.   (111. 

No.  8593,  Jan.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  824. 
Middle  Yube  Hydro  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  606C, 

Application  No.  4140,  Jan.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1002. 
Midfield  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3557,  Order  No.  1509,  Nov.  15^ 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
Midland  City  Land  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  551,  Sub.  1,  Nov.  25, 1918) 

P.U.R.1939B,  1047. 
Midland  Counties  Pub.  Service  Corp.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6166,  Ap- 
plication No.  4316,  Feb.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1020. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6345,  Application  No.  4556,  May  21,  1919) 

P.U.R-1919E,  1033. 
id.  Ewalt  V.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
Midland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Utah  Ca«e  No.  211,  Sept.  24,  1919)  P.U.R* 

1919F,  1004. 

id.  Independent  Tel^.  Co.  ▼.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919B,  680. 

id.  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919B,  961. 

id.  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Utah)  P.UJ1.1919D,  567. 

Midland  VaUey  R.  Co.,  Juries  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 

Midland  Warehouse  &  Transfer  Oo.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8651,  Nov.  18,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Midway  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1629,  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Miebach,  Re   (Cal.  Decisicm  No.  6790,  Application  No.  8462,  Sept  19, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  945. 

Milan,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-79,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  985. 
Mileage  Table  No.  6,  Re  (Tex.  Supplement  No.  12,  March  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
Milford,  A.  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  O.  2102,  July  15, 1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  521. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2426,  May,  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2441,  June,  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1063. 
Milford  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-625,  Order  No.  876,  April  22, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 

Military  Road  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1645,  Sept.  24,  1919)   P.UJl. 

1919F,  1004. 
Millard  Li«rht  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  4069,  1919)   P.U.R. 

191 9E,  1002. 
Milledgeville  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  7728,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1012. 
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Miller  v.  Judge   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6616,  Dec.  12,  1W8)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1038. 
id.  V.  Waldron  Teleph.  Exch.  (Ind.  No.  4557,  June  26, 1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  1033. 
Miller  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3855,  March 

29,  1919)   P.U.R.1019C,  1069. 
MiUville  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Jl  March  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
Milo  Electric  Light  fi  P.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  209,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1M9B,  1004. 
Milton  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2423,  Feb.  6,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
'Milt<m  &  M.  Junction  Teleph.  Co.,  Hume  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Milton  Creek  Logging  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  490,  F-789, 

Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-1909,  Nov.  4,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
id.   (Wis.  R-2489,  July  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1048. 
id.  Campbell  v.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  622. 
id.  New  Butler  Electric  Light  Co.  y.  (Wis.)  P.UJt.l919C,  61. 
id.  State  ex  reL  Milwaukee  v.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E.  282. 
id.  State  ex  reL  Milwaukee  v.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  295. 
Minden  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Weber  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.191»F,  1029. 
Mineral  Point  Pub.  Service  (Do.,  Re  (Wis.  U'1885,  Jan.  24,  1919)  P.UJl. 

1919A,  978. 
Mineral  Point  Zinc  06.,  Laurence  Mines  Go.  ▼•  (Win,)   P.UJt.l919D, 

1039. 
Minief  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8763,  May  7,  1M9)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1015. 
Minneapolis  &  St  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2436,  Jan.  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1002. 
id.  Farmers'  State  Bank  v.  (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
id.  Gibbon  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
60. 
Minneapolis  Civic  &  Commerce  Asso.,  Chicago,  M.  A  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
(U.  S.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919D,  636. 
id.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E, 
629. 
Minneapolis  Eastern  R.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Sept.  15,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1025. 
Minneapolis,  N.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  A-2393,  Oct.  3,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  995.  • 

Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  4540,  Feb.  5, 
1919)   1\U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.   (Minn.  E-687,  March  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1037. 
id.  Grand  Rapids  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
id.  Menasha  Paper  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
id.  Tegner  v.  (Minn.)  P.UJ1.1919F,  1028. 

id.  V.  Washburn  Lignite  Coal  Co.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  N.  D.  — , 
168  N.  W.  684)  P.U.R.1919A,  234. 
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Minong  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1487,  iMarch  8,  1919)   P.U.R.  1919B, 

1016. 
Mishicot  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1478,  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1004. 
MismssipiH  A  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Miss.  No.  4462,  May  6,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1012. 
Mississippi  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 

id.    (Miss.  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
Mississippi  Eastern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  Xo.  5039,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  1056. 
id.   (Miss.  No.  5055,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Mississippi  R.  Commission,  Re   (Miss.  No.  5024,  Dec.  3,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  992. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  5027,  April  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  5044,  May  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
id.  V.  United  States  R,  Administration   (Miss.  No.  6062,  July  10, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 
Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  Co.,  Norwine  y.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1910B,  1043. 
Mississippi  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8505,  Not.  6,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  967. 
id.  (111.  No.  8032,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1023. 
id.   (111.  No.  9020,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  9099,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.191»E,  1034. 
Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.   Ck>.,   Re    (111.   No.  8634,  April   15,   1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
id.   (111.  No.  9143,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1035. 
id.   (IlL  No.  9142,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
Missoula  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  683.  Report  k  Or- 
der No.  252,  Dec  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Missoula  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  682,  Report  &  Order  No. 
251,  Dec.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  682,  Report  &  Order  No.  251,  Dec.  4,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  422. 
id.   (Mo.  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  428. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  o.-JO. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1141,  1236,  July  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  541. 
Missouri  Electric  Gas  &  Water  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1716,  Oct.  28, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
Missouri  Gas  &  E.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1548,  April  28,  1910) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1546,  1547,  April  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  212. 
id.   (^lo.  Case  Ncs.  1546,  1547,  April  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  623. 
id.    (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1546,  1547,  April  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  177. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1546,  1547,  April  28,  1919)  P.U.R.IOIOE,  210. 
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Missouri  Gas  &  E.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1548,  April  28,  1910) 
P.U.R.1919E,  209. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1548,  April  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  177. 
Missouri,  O.  &  G.  R.  Co.  v.  Ilenryetta  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.   (Okla, 
Cause  No.  3489,  Order  No.  1542,  Feb.  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
998. 
Missouri  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9005,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 
1065. 
id.   (Le.  No.  2868,  Order  No.  2270,  April  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1040. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3372,  Sept.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
id.  Daniels  V.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 

id.  Monroe  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id.  Pioneer  v.   (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1062. 
Missouri  P.  R.  Corp.,  Re  (111.  No.  7690,  April  17,  1918 ) P.U.R.1919B,  676. 
Missouri  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Cases  Nos.  1620,  1678,  Nov.  1, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  693. 
id.  (Mo.  Cases  Nos.  1620,  1678,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1628,  1686,  Nov.  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Nos.  1617,  1676,  Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  25. 
id.   (Mo.  Cases  Nos.  1617,  1675,  Nov.  25,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  542. 
id.   (Mo;  Oases  Nos.  1617,  1675,  Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  886. 
id.   (Mo.  Nos.  1618,  1676,  Dec.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  24. 
Id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1629,  1687,  May,  12, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  2041,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
id.  (Mo.  Cfese  No.  2041,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  2041,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.  Webb  City  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
id.  Webb  City  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  57. 
id.  Webb  City  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  285. 
Missouri  U.  Telej>h.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1697,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  1006. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1697,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  209. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1697,  Jan.  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
Missouri  Valley  Ligiit  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1761,  Jan.  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  074. 
Mitchell  &  E.  Storage  &  Distributing  Co.,  Re   (HI.  No.  8661,  Nov.  18, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Mitchell  Auto. Stage  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5828,  Application  No. 

4008,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919C,  50. 
Mitchell-Jackson,  Re  (111.  No.  8718,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  948. 

id.   (111.  No.  9044,  May  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
Mobile  &  O.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8934,  Feb.  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1018. 
id.   (ni.  No.  9038,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
id.   (111.  No.  9166,  June,  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Modesto  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6491,  Application  No.  4661, 

July  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F.  1010. 
Moebus  y.  Butte  Water  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  673,  Report  &  Order  No. 
240,  July  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  573. 
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Mohawk  Hydro-Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6335,  Nov.  21, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  965. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6335,  Nov.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
1034. 
Moline,  R.  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  Xo.  8541,  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  993. 
Momence  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8545,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 
991. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  7783-A,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1050. 
Monmouth  County  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

981. 
Monmouth  Electric  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  192. 
Monmouth  Lighting  CJo.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re  (lU.  Xo.  8668,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  989. 
id.  (111.  No.  8569,  Nov.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  8569,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  536. 
id.  (111.  No.  8782,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1001, 
id.   (111.  No.  6745,  Feb.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
id.  (111.  No.  8571,  June  30,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  995. 
Monon  TiBleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4328,  April' 11,  1919)  P.UJR.1019C, 

1058. 
Monroe  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Missoiuri  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2866,  Order 
No.  22T2,  April  30,  1910)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2870,  Order  No.  2267,  April  30, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 

Monroe  Connecting  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1176,  Oct.  15,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1W9A,  959. 
Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2880,  July 

6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  774. 
Montana  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  Xo.  686,  R^ort  &  Order  No. 

247,  Nov.  20,  1018)   P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Monterey  County  Waterworks,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  Xo.  6997,  Applica- 
tion No.  8952,  Dec.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011.      ' 
Montezuma,  Re  (Ind.  Xo.  4473,  April  17,  1019)   P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4655,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Montpelier  Utilities  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  Xo.  8912,  Xov.   23,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919'A,  1012. 
Moody  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3479,  March  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1016? 
Moomaw,  Re   (Cal.  Dedsion  No.  6213,  Application  Xo.  4323,  Maich  22, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.   (Cal.  Decifiion  Xo.  6213,  Application  X'o.  4323,  March  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  699. 
Moore  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.  1919;  174 

N.  Y.  Supp.  60)  P.U.R.1919C,  307. 
Moore  Bros.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1691,  Feb.  6, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B.  1004. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1691,  Feb.  6,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C,  875. 
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Hooreiield  Farm  &  Rancli  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No,  3865, 

May  31,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919D,  1016. 
Mora  7.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.  Oct.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
Moran  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4390,  March  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1028. 
Moravia  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6544,  Sept.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1032. 
Morenci  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-222,  March  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
1014. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1303,  April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 
Morgan's  L.  &  T.  R.  A  S.  S.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  Nos.  2243,  2818,  Dec. 
17,1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
id.   (La.  Order  No.  2246,  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
id.  Green-Shoemaker  Co.  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Morgan's  Louisiana  &  T.  R.  Co.,  Atchafalaya  t.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1054. 
Id.  Thibodaux  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
Morrice  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-216,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Morris,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7097,  Aug.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  995. 

id.  V.  Munroe  (HI.  No.  7739,  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
Morris  County  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
981. 
id.  (N.  J.  April  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1050. 
Morris  Light  &  P.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6598,  Oct.  17, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  949. 

Morrison  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8932,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.19191i:, 

1027. 
Morrow  v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2286,  No.  2892,  June  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 

Mosher  v.  Indian^  County  Street  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

2155,  Oct.   16,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  084. 
Motor  Club  V.  Erie  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2642,  March  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
Mountain  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5857,  Application 
No.  4073,  Oct,  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5857,  Application  No.  4073,  Oct.  21,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Mountain  States  Feeding  Co.,  Re  (Utah  Case  No.  220,  Aug.  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  989. 
Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  517,  May 
31,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  254. 
id.   (Colo.  Decision  No.  181,  Case  No.  22,  June  14,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  772. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  573,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1012. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  574,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  990. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  575,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1012, 
id.   (Wyo.  No.  113,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  977. 
id.  Edwards  v.   (Ariz.)   P.U.R.1919A,  775. 
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Mountain  States  Teleph.  ft  Tel^.  Co.,  Elmore  Copper  Co.  ▼.   (Idaho) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
id-  Herron  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1019E,  292. 
Mt.  Auburn  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8495,  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1002. 
Mt.  Carmel  Public  Utility  &  Service  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  7356,  May  7,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
id.   (111.  No.  7356,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.   (111.  No.  7356,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  7356,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  178. 
Mt.  Carroll  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8363,  Jan.  6,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1024. 
Mt.  Holly  Springs  ▼.  Carlisle  &  Mt.  H.  Street  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint 
Docket  No.  2316,  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.  T.  KraybiU  (M.  E.)  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Oo.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 
No.  1818,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1047. 
Mt.  Holly  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  293. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  130. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  171. 
Mt.  Horeb  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1473,  June  28,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  632. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1473,  June  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Mt.  Jackson  Water  A  P.  Co.,  ,Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6421,  Application 

No.  4660,  June  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Mt.  Sterling  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (HI.   No.    8417,  June   17,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1026. 
Mt.   Summit  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4422,  April  24,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  150. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4422,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4422,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1019F,  170. 
Mt.  Tamalpais  &  M.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6386,  Application 

No.  4262,  June  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Mt  Venice  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6029,  Application  No.  4265,  Dec 

27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
Mt.  Vernon  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Minn.  Sept.  20,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919  A,  1004. 
Mt.  Vernon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1444,  April  24,  1918)  P.UJL 
1919A,  161. 
id.   (Ohio  No.  1404,  Aug.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  956. 
id.   (Ohio  No.  1477.  Aug.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1036. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3605,  Sept.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Mt.  Whitney  Power  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6475,  Application 

No.  3891,  July  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Muddy  Fork  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4286,  Jan.  31, 1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
Mullendore  v.  Pioneer  Gas  Co.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1530,  Cause  No.  3696, 

Dec.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  966. 
Mumford  Falls  A  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  486,  June  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
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Miincie  Waterworks  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4246,  Dec.  12, 1918)  P.U.R.IOIOA^ 
1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4443,  March  17, 1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
Municipal   Electric  Plant,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4366,   Feb.   1,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  973. 
Municipal  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6640,  Aug.  15,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
Municipal  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6627,  Feb.  18,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
Municipal  Officers,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  230,  :May  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1045. 
Municipal  Utilities,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4525,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

169. 
Municipal  Water  &  E.  Plant,  Re   (Wis.  U-1346,  Dec  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  978. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1346,  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
Municipal  Water  &  Light  Commission,  Re  (Wis.  Det.  24,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  978. 
Munroe;  Morris  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
Murdock  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8896,  May  7, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1015. 
Murphy sboro  Waterworks  &  Electric  A  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8639, 
April  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 
id.   (111.  No.  8869,  April  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
Murray  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1396,  Oct.  9,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1009. 
Muscatine,  Muscatine  Lighting  Co.  ▼.   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1919F, 

134. 
Muscatine  Lighting  Co.  y.  Muscatine   (U.  S,  Dist.  Ct.  1919,  266  Fed. 

929)  P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
Muskegon  Heights  (5as  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1039,  Aug.  5,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1043. 
Muskegon  R.  &  Nav.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1226,  March  13,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1029. 
Muskogee  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3544,  Order  No.  1505, 
Oct.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
Mutual  Teleph.  System,  Re   (111.  No.  8128,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P;U.R.1919A, 

1001. 
Mutual  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2244,  No.  2816,  Dec  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Myers  Bros.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  91,  Oct.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  946. 
Napa  City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6184,  Application  No.  4059, 
March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6337,  Application  No.  4633,  May  14,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1033. 
Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.  v.  Calistoga  Electric  Co.  (Cal.  Ct.  App.  1918, 

—  Cal.  App.  — ,  176  Pac  699)  P.U.R.1919E,  66. 
Naponee  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No,  3832,  July  21, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
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Nappanee  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4290,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1013. 
Nappanee  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4368,  Feb.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 
1003. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4568,  July  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
Narlwnne  Ranch  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  Xo.  6063,  Application 

Xo.  4099,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
Narragans-ett   Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (R.  I.  Xo.  427,  Aug.  28,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919E,  287. 
id.   (R.  I.  Xo.  459,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.   <R.  I.  Xo.  464,  Jan.  29,  1919)  P.l\R.1919A,  976. 
id.   (R.  I.  Xo.  466,  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.r.R.1919B.  1004. 
id.   (R.  I.  Xo.  500,  Sept.  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  992. 
Narragansett  Pier  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  460,  Jan.  22, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  976. 
id.   (R.  L  No.- 476,  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  486,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  487,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
Nashua  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-532,  July  16,  1919)   P.U.K.1919E, 
1056. 
id.  V.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.  D-492,  Jan.  16,  1919)  P.U3.1919B, 
584. 
Nashville  Cias  &  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Tenn.  July  1.  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Nassau  Liglit  t  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6725,  Aug.  20, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1031. 
Nasworthy  v.  Vinita  Gas  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3610,  Order  No.  1501, 

Sept.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
IJatchez,  C.  ^  M.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Miss.  Xo.  5030.  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  1011. 
id.   (Migs.  Xo.  50.32.  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
National  Automatic  Tool  Co.  v.  Richmond  Electric  Light  k  P.  Plant 

(Ind.  Xo.  4367.  March  feO,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 
National  Dock  &  Storage  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (^lass.  Pub.  Service  Com. 
P.  S.  C.  1602,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  858. 
id.  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.  P.  S.  C.  1602,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.UJL 
191 9B,  860. 
National  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.,   Re    (111.  No.  8229,  Oct.  28,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1019. 
id.   (111.  No.  8242,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  8880,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1065. 
National    Warehouse   Co.,   Re    (111.   No.   9832,   Aug.   1,   1919)    P.U.R. 
.  1919F,  976. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  9332,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1011. 
Naavoo  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Xo.  8949,  April  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1023. 
Navy  Yard  Route,  Public  Service  OommisRion  ex  rel.  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce V.   (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
Nebo  Electric  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  526,  Oct.  28,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1032. 
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Nebra8ka^Ga8  &  £.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3836,  Feb.  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  991. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3943,  June  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  993. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  4125,  Oct.  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  976. 
Nebraska-Iowa  Fruit  Jobbers  Asso.  v.  All  Nebraska  Roads  (Neb.  Formal 

Complaint  No.  359,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R1919B,  1040. 
Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3696,  Oct.  28,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3785,  Jan.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3337,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3916,  April  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1050. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3710,  May  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 
id.  May  v.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
Necedah  Mill,  k  E.  Ca,  Re  (Wis.  U-1275,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R1919A, 
965. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1275,  Nov.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Neenah  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R^2389,  Oct.  14,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  963. 
id.  V.  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  (Wis.  R-2421,  Aug.  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Nehalem  Teleph.  &.  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  463,  U-     ' 

F-226,  Nov.  19,  1918)   P.U.R J919A,  1008. 
Neillsville,  Re  (Wis.  U-1330,  Dec.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  526. 

id.    (Wis.  U-1330,  Dec.  10,  1918)   P.U.R1919D,  567. 
Neilson,  Re  (Utah  Case  No.  141,  April  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
Nelson,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   6512,  Application  No,  4692,  July   18, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
id.  V.    Stanfty,   M.   &   P.   R.   Co.    (Wis.   R-2484,  Aug.   22,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
id.  V.  Stanley,  M.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2484,  Aug.  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  1026. 
Nelsonville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1634,  Sept.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.ini9F, 

1004. 
Nevada-C'alifomia-Oregon  R.  Co.,  Feather  River  Lumber  Co.  ▼.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  965; 
id.  Feather  River  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Nevada  Interurban  R.  Co.,  Reno  Golf  A  Country  Club  v.  (Nev.)  P.U.R, 

1919F,  1022. 
Nevada  Packard  Mines  Co.  v.  Nevada  Valleys  Power  Co.   (Nev.  Case 

U-181,  June  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
Novada  Valleys  Power  Co.,  Nevada  Packard  Mines  Co.  v.  (Nev.)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  626. 
Neward  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio  No.  1641,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1910D, 

1029. 
Newark  v.  Newark  Teleph.  Co.  (Ohio,  No.  1470,  July  24,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1008. 
Newark  Teleph.  Co.,  Newark  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R1919A,  1008. 
New  Bedford,  M.  V.  &  N.  S.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Cora.  P.  S.  C. 
1808,  April  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  25. 
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Xewberg  Telepfi.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-217,  Order  No.  431,  Sept.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
Newburgh  Coal  Co.  y.  Evansville  Suburban  &  N.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4140, 

Dec.  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Newburgh  Light  &  Water,  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4289,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R- 

1919A,  952. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4289,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1026. 
Newburg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1656,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
New  Butler  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1446,  Oct  29,  1918)  P.U3. 

1919A,  977. 
id.  T.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.   (Wis.  U-1311,  Aug.  8, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  51. 
New  Castle,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2235,  April  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  128. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2^35,  April  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  668. 
New  Castle  Electric  Co.,  Johnson  Bronze  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  139. 
New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  No.  2276-A,  Sept.  25, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 

id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  No.  2276-D,  Dec.  3,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1014. 
id.   (Me.  U-3091,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1014. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  448,  Dec.  11,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
id.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C,  No.  2350,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 
id.  Macleod  v.   (U.  S.  Sup.  CJt.)  P.U.R.1919D,  726. 
id.  Newport  &  Sunapee  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.  1919D,  672. 
New  Hampton  v.  Chicago  G.  W.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  File-A-3 198,  June  17, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  290. 

New  Holstein,  Re   (Wis.  U-1420,  Dec.  11,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
New  Jersey  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Dec.  5,  19f8)   P.UJt.l919A, 

873. 
New  Jersey  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
New  Jersey  Northern  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

988. 
id.   (N.  J.  Dec.  23,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  860. 
id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
New  Jersey  Water  Service  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1012. 
New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.  v.  Central  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2407, 

Jan.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  637. 
New  Lebanon  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4496,  June,  6,  1919) 

•  P.U.R.1919D,  1015. 
Newman   (Simon)   Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6434,  Application  Not. 

4614-4621,  June,  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
Newmarket  Electric  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-611,  Order  No.  862,  Feb.  19, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  993. 
New  Orleans  &  L.  C.  R.  C^.,  Deer  Range  Planting  &  'Mfg.  Co.  v.  (La.) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
New  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  Nos.  2247,  2861,  March  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id-  Covington  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
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Nw  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co^  Mandeville  v.   (La.)   P.UJL1919B,  1051. 

id.  Warnerton  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
New  Orleans,  N.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2236,  No.  2812,  Nov. 

20,  1918)  P.U.R.191&A,  992. 
New  Orleans,  T.  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Pickett  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
id.  Pickett  V.  (Le.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id.  Railroad  CommiBsion  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 
Newport  v.  Newport  Home  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  499, 
639,  Sept.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
id.  V.  Newport  Home  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  499, 

539,  Sept.  17,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  429. 
id.  Newport  Home  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Noe.  499,  539, 

Sept.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
id.  V.   Newport   Waterworks    (R.   L   Noe.   4;  15,   Nov.   25,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  773. 
id.  V.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  I.  Nos.  4,  15,  Nov.  25, 1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  424. 
id.  V.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  L  Nos.  4,  15,  Nov.  25, 1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  425. 
id.  V.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  I.  Nos.  4,  15,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  426. 
id.  v.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  I.  Nos.  4, 15,  Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  747. 
id.  V.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  L  Nos.  4,  15,  Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  751. 
id.  V.  Newport  Waterworks  (R.  I.  Nos.  4, 15,  Nov.  25, 1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  889. 
Newport  &  Sunapee  v.  New  England  Teleph.  k  Tfeleg.  Co.  (N.  H.  D-505, 

March  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  572. 
Newport  Home  Water  Co.,  Newport  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  426, 
id.  Newport  r.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  429. 
id.  Newport  v.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
New  Portland  &  F.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-320.1,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1003. 
Newport  Waterworks,  Newport  v.   (R.  I.)  P.U.R.1919A,  77a. 
id.  Newport  v.-  (R.  I.)  P.U.R.1919D,  424. 
id.  Newport  v.  (R.  L)  P.UJ1.1919B,  425. 
id.  Newport  v.  (R.  L)  P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
id.  Newport  v.   (R.  I.)   P.U.R.1919B,  747. 
id.  Newport  v.  (R.  I.)  P.U.R.1919B,  751. 
id.  Newport  v.   (R.  I.)   P.U.R.1919B,  889. 
Newton  &  W.  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  April  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1067. 

id.   (Mass.  May  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
Newton-Manitowoc  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1305,  Oct.  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1009. 
New  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1472,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1004. 
Newville  v.  Newville  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1800,  Jan. 
7,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919A,  1013. 

For  To&le  o/  Oa8e9  JHgeetedf  see  ante,  pp.  C&9^0O1. 
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Xewville  v.  Newville  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1800,  Jan. 

7,  1019)  P.U.R.1919B,  622. 
Xewville  Water  Co.,  NelreiUe  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1910A,  1013. 

id.  Newville  v.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1910B,  «22. 
New  York,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Ca«e  No.  2390,  Ang.  1,  1919)   P.U.R. 

191 9E,  1012. 
New  York  ft  N.  8.  Traction  0>.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Igt  Diet.  Case  No.  2411, 

Aug.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  CJo.,  Re  (N.  Y.  let  Dist.  C^ase  No. 

2115,  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1047. 
New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ut  Dist.  Case  No.  2358,  June  27, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1048. 
New  York  ft  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6886,  July  1,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
id.  (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6886,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  140. 
New  York,  C.  ft  St  L.  R.  C6.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8899,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1027. 
New  Ywk,  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6760,  Feb. 
27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1071. 
id.  (HI.  No.  8899,  June  10,  1919)  P.UJt.l919E,  1033. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6906,  July  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1019. 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6489,  Aug.  22,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
M.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7103,  Aug.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6315,  Nov.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  G.  C.  682,  Nov.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6981,  March  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1047. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5520,  April  1,  1019)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1041. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6754,  May  1,  1910)  P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6827,  June  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

104«. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6294,  June  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1054. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6971,  Sept  3,  1919)  P.UJL1919P,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6155,  Sept  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

987. 
id.  Central  Square  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1919D,  1041. 
New  York  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2332,  Nov.  29, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist  Case  No.  2341,  Dec.  13,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1036. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2167,  Feb.  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
1018. 
New  York  Edison  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1461,  May  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
id.  Kornheiser  v.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
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New  York,  N.  H.  A  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2891,  Sept.  25, 

1918)  P.U.RJ919A,  946. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7114,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  996. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  443,  Oct.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  999. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2869,  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3005,  Jan.  31,  1919)  P.U,R.1919B,  997. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3004,  Feb.  13,  1919)  P.U,B.1919D,  1039. 
id.  (R.  I.  No.  46^7,  Feb.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  997. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  470,  April  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3083,  April  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3072,  April  10, 1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1045. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3078,  April  10,  1019)  P.UJa.l919C,  1046. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  8074,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2188,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  484,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3132,  July  11, 1919)  P.U.K1919B,  1008. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  4^,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3145,  July  22, 1919)  P.UJtl919B,  1006. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3167,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 
New  York,  O.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Phillipsport  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R. 

19190,  695. 
New  York  State  Gas  A  E.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  852,- Jan. 

2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
New  York  State  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7128,  Nov.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7142,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
•  id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7143,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R  i919B,  1006. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6789,  AprU  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Ditt.  Case  No.  6792,  April  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1034. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7180,  May  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
id.   (N..Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6839,  June  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1045. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6090,  July  1,  1919)  P.UJL1919F,  993. 
id.  Bodler  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
id.  Dubelbeiss  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  1020. 
New  York  Steam  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist  Caae  No.  2369,  April  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.191,9C,  1062. 

New  York  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7136,  Dec.  19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
New  York   Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (N.  J.  Jan.  20,   1918)    P.UJtl919B,  690. 

id.  (N.  J.  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 

id.  (N.  J.  May  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 

id.  Export  Corp.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 

id.  Lowenthal  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 

id.  Woods  V.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1919B,  1046. 
New  York  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2340,  Dec.  31, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  970. 
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New  York  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2397,  Aug.  1, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
New  York,  W.  &  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7144,  Jan.  14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7207,  June  4,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919F,  997. 
New  York,  W.  A  C.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  7166,  April  15, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
Niagara  Electric  Service  Corp.,  United  States  Housing  Corp.  v.  (N.  Y\ 

2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
Niagara  Falls  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Whitehead  ▼.   (N.  Y.)    P.UJL1919E, ' 

220. 
id.  Whitehead  ▼.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1919B,  624. 
Niagara  Falls  Power  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6661,  Dec  6, 

1918)  P.UJL1919A,  1034. 

Niagara  Gorge  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  7208,  July  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
Niagara,  L.  &  O.  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cfise  No.  6918,  Ang.^  6, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  977. 

Niagara  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6565,  Oct. 

16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  955. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  G-40,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Niantic  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8879,  Feb.  19,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1027. 
Nisle  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2804,  Oct.  6,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
Noble,  McGinley  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R1919D,  1003. 
Noble  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3981,  Nov.  6, 1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1013. 
Noblesville,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4132,  April  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Noblesville  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4346,  Aug.  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
NoU,  aeveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
North  American  Car  Co.  v.  Indiahoma   Ref.   Co.    (111.  No.  7372,  Jan. 

3,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  743. 
id.  v.  Indiahoma  Ref.  Co.    (111.  No.   7372,  Jan.  3,  1918)    P.UJL 

1919A,  880. 
North   American   Chemical   Co.,   Re    (Mich.   D-1301,  April   26,   1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 
North  American  Constr.  Co.  v.  Des  Moines  City  R.  Co,   (U.  S.  Dist 

a.  1919,  256  Fed.  107)  P.U.R.1919E,  629. 
Northampton,  E.  &  W.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1036. 
North  Branch    Teleph.   Co.,    Re    (Mich.    T-210,   Dec.    6,    1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  1004. 
North  Buffalo  Natural  Gas  Fuel  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6664, 

Oct  15,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  955. 
North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.  Hillsboro  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  451,  U-F- 

186,  Sept  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  8.58. 
id.  V.  Hillsboro   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  451,  U-F-186,  Sept  30, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  429. 
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North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.  Hillaboro    (Or.  P.   S.  C.  Order  No.   451, 
U-F-180,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  545. 
id.  V.  Portland  Gas  t  Coke  Cov  (Or.  P.  1^.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  430,  U- 

F-196,  Sept.  9,  1918)   P.UJ1.1919A,  880. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919'A,  984. 
id.  Vancouver  Commercial  Club  v.  (Wash.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
North  Coast  Water  Co.,  ^larin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  v.    (Cal.  Sup. 

Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  881. 
Northeast  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Xeb.  Application  Xo.  3850,  March  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
North  East  Kansas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2460,  July  22, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 

Northern  California  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5936,  Applica- 
tion No.  2276,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6285,  Application  Xo;  4028,  April  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6285,  Application  No.  4028,  April  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  140. 
id.  (Cal.    Decision    No.    6332,    Application    Nob.    4498,    4536-4538, 
May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
Northern  California  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6492,  AppH- 

•  cation  No.  4681,  July  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
Xorthern  Illinois  Light  &  Traction  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8803,  Jan.  23, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1022. 

id.  (111.  No.  7704,  May  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Northern  Illinois  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  Xo.-8696,  April  9,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1061. 
Northern  Indiana  &  S.  M.  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Cable  Co.  v.  People's  Mut. 

Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.  Xo.  1385,  Aug.  31,  1018)  P.U.R.1919A,  865.  . 
Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Xos.  4215,  4216,  Jan.  1919) 
P.U.R.1919A,  987. 

id.  (Ind.  Xos.  4215,  4216,  Jan.  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  527. 

id:  (Ind.  No.  4115,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  987. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4115,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  540. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4115,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  542. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4115,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  747. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4115,  Jan.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  749. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4116,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  522. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4214,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  540. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4214,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  623. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4116,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  749. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4214,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  878. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4214,  Jan.  15,  1910)  P.U.R.1919E,  285. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  873. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  875. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  876. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  877. 

id.  (Ind.  Xo.  4244,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  168. 
^  id.  (Ind.  No.  4227,  Feb.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
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Northern  Indiana  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4227,  Feb.  21,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  139.  , 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4243,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919Cf,  874. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4243,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4243,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  284. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4243,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  169. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4577,  July  11,  1919)   P.UR.1919E,  1040. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4677,  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
id.  Whiting  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
Id.  Whiting  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Northern  Kansas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  No.  2880,  June  9,  1919)  P.UJ^ 

1919F,  1001. 
Northern  Massachusetts  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1921,  April 

30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  622. 
Northern  New  York  Utilities,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6588,  Oct. 
15,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  949. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6676,  May  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 
1045. 
Northern  P.  &  G.  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2374,  Dec.  19,  1018)  P.UR. 

1919B,  1043. 
Northern  Power  Co.,  Belle  Plaine  v.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  625. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Minn.  A-2482,  April  2,  1919)   P.Uil.l919D, 
1037. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2486,  April  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2412,  May  28,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1004. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2551,  Aug'.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 
id.  Kalispell  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1002. 
id.  V.  Lindstrom-Handforth  Lumber  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4768,  March 

21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 

id.  Plains  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Northern  Virginia  Power  Co.,  Re  (Va.  Case  No.  779,  May  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  624. 
id.  '(Va.  Case  No.  779,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  168. 
Northern  Westchester  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-56,  April  5, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
Northfield  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1042. 
North  Kankakee  Electric  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Co.  v.  (IlL) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1023. 
North  Liberty  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4684,  Sept.  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1001. 
North  Louisiana  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2903,  Order  No.  2289,  July 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 

North  McDonough  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Nos.  8836,  8837,  Feb.  4, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  991. 
id.   (HI.  Nos.  8886,  8837,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1024. 

Ngrth  Milwaukee  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2449,  Juat, 
24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1011. 

North  Pacific  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Public  Service  Commissicm  ex  rel.  Hur- 
ley V.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 

North  Star  Teleph..  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Sept.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919P,  088. 
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Northwestern  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  476,  U-F^231, 

Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  593. 
North  Western  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7436,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1024. 
Nortliwestem-Minnesota  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  July  18,  1919)  P.U.H. 

1919E,  1028. 
Northwestern  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6061,  Application  No. 

4287,  Jan.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,. 

1004. 
id.   (Minn.  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.Ra919C,  187. 
id.  (Minn  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.191iC,  877. 
id.  (Minn.  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  878. 
Norton  v.  Eastern  Bay  S.  B.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  236,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1015. 
id.  V.  Eastern  Bay  S.  B.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  236,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  285. 
id.  V.  Eastern  Bay  S.  B.  Co.,  (Me.  F.  C.  236,  Aug.  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1026. 
Norwalk  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1537,  June  24,  1910) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1029. 
Norwich  &  Sprague  v.  Shore  Line  Electric  R.  Co.   (Conn.  Docket  Nob. 

2881-2883,  Feb.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
Norwine  v.  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1687,  Dec 

10,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
Nonvood  A  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7161,  March  28,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919G,  1057. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7194,  June  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  bist.  No.  7206,  July  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
T^orwood  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 

id.   (Mass.  July  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
Noyes,  Ke  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6904,  July  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

980. 
Nyce  V.  Delaware  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2545.  Jan. 

20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Nye,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5002,  Application  No.  3994,  Nov*  6,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
Nye  County  Taxpayers'  Asso.  v.  Tonopah  &  G.  R.  Co.   (Nev.  Case  No. 

493,  March  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Oakfield  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1463,  Jan.  25,  1919)    P.U.K.1919A, 

1010. 
Oak  Grove  Commercial  Club  v.  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.    (Or.  P.  S. 

C.   Or.  Order  Mo.  446,  F-731,   Sept.   30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1043. 
Oakland  &  A.  R.  CJo.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6457,  Application  No.  4665, 

June  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  700. 
Oakland,  A.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5955,  Application  No. 

4095,  Nov.  23,  1918)    P.U.R.19inA,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6040,  Application  No.  4258,  Deo.  30,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
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Oakland,  A.  &,  B.  R.  Co.,  Contra  Costa  County  v.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B, 
998. 
id.  Contra  Costa  County  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1060. 
Oakley  Warm  Springs  Water  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-276,  Order  No. 

599,  Sept.  29,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
O'Berg  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.  A-2495,  June  19,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919E,  1015. 
Ocean  County  Gas  Co.,  Beachwood  v.   (N.  J.)   P.UJEL1919C,  1000. 
Ocean  Park  Heights  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  >Jo.  5978, 

Application  No.  3990,  Dec.  3,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Ocean  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5741,  Application  No.  4014, 

Sept.  13,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
Oconomowoc,  Re  (Wis.  U-1549,  June  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Oconto  V.  Oconto  Service  Co.  (Wis.  U-661,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.Ra919E, 
209. 
id.  V.  Oconto  Service  Co.  (Wis.  U-661,  May  26, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 
210. 
Oconto  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3943,  May  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1028. 
Oconto  Service  Co.,  Oconto  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  209. 

id.  Oconto  v.   (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919E,  210. 
Oden,  Coco  v.   (La.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919B,  859. 
Odle,  Re  (Mich.  No.  8030-36,  Sept.  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
Ohio  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  So,  4283,  Dec.  12,  1918)   P.U.K.1919B, 
1034. 
*     id.   (Ind.  No.  4428,  Aug.  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Ohio  R^ver  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3739,  July  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1013.  . 
Ohio  State  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1496,  July  26,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A, 
956. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  1497,  July  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  956. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1498,  July  26,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  956. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  288,  Sept.  16,  191S)   P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  288,  Sept.  27,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  288,  Dec.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1559.  Dec.  2,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1031. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1491,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  997. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  1500,  Feb.  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D.  1028. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1514,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.K.1019D,  097. 
Ohio  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1672,  June  13,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  981. 
Ohiowa  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Neb.   Application   No.   3787,  Jan.   8,   1919) 

•       P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
Oil  City,  Re   (P&.  Application  Docket  No.  2243-1918,  April  7,  1010) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1045. 
Oil  State  Ref.  Co.  v.  :Enid  Oil  &  Pipe  Line  Co.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1533, 

Cause  No.  3597,  Jan.  10,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919B.  1040. 
Ojai  Power  Co.,   Re    (Cal.  Decision   No.   6330,   Application   No.  3950, 
May  14.  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1030.  * 
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Oklahoma  Gas  &  £.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1520,  Cause  No.  3642, 

Oct.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3240,  Order  No.  1503,  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  537. 
id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3240,  Order  No.  1503,  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  543. 
id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3641,  Order  No.  1506,  Oct.  23,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  530. 
id.  (Okla.   Cause  Nos.   3544,   3542,   3541,  Dec.   20,   1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  975. 
id.  (Okla.  Order  Xo.  1547,  Cause  No.  3696,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1052. 
id.  (Okla.  Order  No.  1588,  Cause  No.  3738,  Sept.. 27,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  992. 
id.  Oklahoma  Natural  Gaa  Co.  t.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  8822,  Jan.  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
id.  Carney  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1037. 
id.  Kiefer  Light  &  Fuel  Co.  v,  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
id.  V.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  £.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No,  3322,  Aug.  23, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,.  997. 
id.  Tulsa  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Oklahoma  Union  R.  Co.,  Sapulpa  Twp.  v.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919F,  987. 
Clean  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6473,  Sept. 

26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1032. 
Omaha  k  C.  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3704,  Oct.  8, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3716,  Ot.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  Xo.  3539,  Aug.  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  993. 

Omaha,  L.  &  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Xeb.  Application  No.  3682,  March  7,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1005. 
Onaway.Alpena  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  T-143,  Oct.  6,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Ontario  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6561,  Oct.  15,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  954. 
Ontario  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5901,  Application  No.  4173, 

Nov.  6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  Xo.  6408,  Application  Xo.  4598,  June  12,  1910) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Ontario  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8659,  Xov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.lylQA, 

1000. 
Oquossoc  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-330,  ]^larch  20,  1919)  P.U.K.1919C, 

1067. 
Orange  &  R.  Electric  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6793,  April  1, 

.  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  995. 
Orange  County  Ice  Oeam  Co.  v.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

Case   No.   6857,   June   5,    1919)    P.U.R.1919E,    1048. 
Orange  County  Ti-action  Co.,  Re    (X.   Y.  2d  Dist,  No.   7173,  May   5, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
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Orange  County  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Di^t.  Ca^  No.  6957,  Aug.  29, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1020. 
Orchard  Water  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  ▼.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919K, 
/    1031. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  144. 
Order  Xo.  805,  Re   (X.  H.  Sept.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
Order  Xo.  1931  of  Postmaster  General,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4233,  Oct.  26, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1013. 
Oregon  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  G.  Or.  Order  No.  453,  F-779,  Oct 

22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
id,  (Or.  P.  8.  a  Or.  Order  No.  508,  F-808,  May  15,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919D,  1000. 
Oregon  Export  Lumber  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-791,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  491, 

Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
Oregon  Power  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  529,  U-F-229,  Aug. 
8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  997. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  529,  U-F-229,  Aug.  9,  1919)  P.U.U 
1919E,  1022. 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  No.  382,  Order  No.  555. 
Feb.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
id.   (Utah,  No.  38,  Oct  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
Oregon  State  Highway  Commission,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or:  Order  No.  612, 
F-802,  June  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1000. 
id.   (Or.  F-829,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  543,  Oct  6,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919F,  087. 
Or^on-WashiMgton  R.  &  Nav.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  614. 
F-172,  June  9,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-289,  Order  No.   581,   Aug.   12,  1919)    P.U.H. 
1919E,  1046. 
ttrtonville  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Minn.  A-2509,  Aug.  22, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Minn.  A-2509,  Sept  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  102S. 
Ortonville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  T-227,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1019fi, 

1028. 
Osage  Cotton-Oil  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1537,  Cause  No.  3646,  Jan. 

23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  968. 
Osage-Producers  Gas  Co..  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1543,  Cause  No.  8678, 

Nov.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
Oshkosh  Gaslight  Co.,,  Re   (Wis,  U-1445,  Feb.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1008. 
Osseo  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1428,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
O'Sullivan  v.  Houtzdale  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1093, 

Sept  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
Otisco  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6438,  Oct  22,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6439,  Oct  22,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A. 

1032. 
Otsego  V.  Allegan  County  Gas  Co.   (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.  1018,  —  Mich.  — , 

168  X.  W.  968)    P.U.R.1919E,  626. 
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Ottawa,  Re  (ni.  No.  8724,  April  Hf,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  998. 
Ottawa  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  Administrative  Order  No.  37, 

Jan.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1073. 
Ovid  Electric  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6537,  Oct.  15,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1032. 
id.  (N.  y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6761,  March  6,  1919)   P.UJtl919C, 

1042. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   3312,  May  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 
1044. 
Owasco  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  7120,  Oct:  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  999. 
Owego  V.  Owego  Gaslight  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6445,  April  17, 
1919)    P.U.R.19igC,  1054. 
id.  V.  Owego  Gaslight  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6445,  April  17, 
1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
Owego  Gaslight  Co.,  Ow^o  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJi.19190,  1054. 

id.  Owego  V.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  .P.U.R.1919D,  1086. 
OwensviDe  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1731,  Nov.  28,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1731,  Nov.  23,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  628. 
Owensville  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4044,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

973. 
Oxford,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4396,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  4396,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
Oxford  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  470,  July  16,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919E, 

1047. 
Oxford  Paper  Co.  v.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.,  (Me.  F.  C.  241.1,  May 

13,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D.  1019. 
Pacific  &  I.  N.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  P-261,  Order  No.  639, 
Nov.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  F-251,  Order  No.  539,  Nov.  80, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

880. 
Id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-280,  Order  No.   688,  Aug.  18,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1W9F,  988. 
Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5778,  Application  No. 
2200,  Sept.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  661. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6050,  Application  No.  4221,  Jan.  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.  1919D,  1033. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6282,  Application  No.  4253,  April  24,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Pacific  Gas  A.  E.  0>.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision   No.  5882,  Application  No. 
4012,  Oct.  31, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  559,  Nov.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  288. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  557,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  558,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  597. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  560,  Nov.  8,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  597. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5934,  Application  No.  2145,  Nov.  19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6268,  Application  No.  4357,  April  16,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
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Pacific  Gas  A.  E.  Co.,  Be  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6468,  Applic&tioii  Ko.  4704, 
June  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
id.  Hartigan  v.  (Cal.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1919E,  282. 
Pacific  Power  &  Light  Ca,  Public  Service  Commisrion  v.    (Wash.) 
P.U.R.1919D,  660. 
id.  Public  Serrice  Commissicn  ex.  rd.  Franklin  Cbuniy  Irrig.  Diet. 
V.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Pacific  S.  S.  (>>.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6489,  Application  No.  4728, 

July  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
Pacific  Teleph.  A,  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5614,  Application 
No.  3821,  July  26,  1918)  P.U.R.a919C,  51. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  437,  U-F-233,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.UJL 

1919B,  1046. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  438,  U-F-234,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1046. 
id.   (Or.  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  472,  U-F-117,  Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1046. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1019C,  307. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1919F,  131. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
id.  Public  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.   (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  223. 
Pacific  Traction  Co.,  Steilacoom  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Page  Bros.,  Re  (111.  No.  8710;  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1022. 
Painesville  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.   1267,  July  1,  1018)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  955. 
Palatine,  L.  Z.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8439,  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.UJEL 
1919A,  947. 
id.  (111.  No.  8439,  Dec  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  952. 
id.  (111.  No.  8439,  Dec.  16,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A,  1022. 
Palisade  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3705,  Oct.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Palmetto  v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.   (La.  No.  2865,  Order  No.  2266,  April 

29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040.  , 

Palmyra  Light,  Heat  A  P.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  9117,  June- 17,  1919)  P.UJEL 
1919E,  1000. 
id.   (111.  No.  9117,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1034. 
Palo  Verde  Warehouse  &  Storage  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6946, 

Application  No.  4186,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
Panama  Acres  Syndicate,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6346,  Application  No. 

4463,  May  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1003. 
'Paola  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2728,  May  8,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1001. 
Pappas,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  117,  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  989. 
Pardeeville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1584,  July  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1030. 
Park  Falls  Water  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Keefe  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Parkston  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3562,  April  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 
1060. 
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Parowan  City,  Re   (Utah,  Case  So.  168,  Aug.  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

992. 
Palrish,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4837,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  979. 
Pasadena  Electric  Exp.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6533,  Application 

No.  4725-A,  July  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6534,  Application  No.  4725,  July  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1011. 
Pascagoula  Street  R.  &  Power  Co.,  Jackson  County  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1001. 
Ptfisamaqouddy  Ferry  &  Nav.  CJo.,  Re   (Me.  U-345.1,  April  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
id.  (Me.  U-345.1,  April  22,  1919)   P.UJia919C,  1056. 
id.   (Me.  U-352,  May  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
Pass  Reports  for  Various  Railroads,  Re   (Neb.  General  Order  No.  2, 

Sept.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
Passyunk  Ave.  Business  Men's  Asso.  v.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Co. 

(Pa.    Complaint   Docket   Na   2539,   March    12,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1034. 
Pataskala  &  H.  Teleph.  (3o.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1219,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  994. 
Patent  Vulcanite  Roofing  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6632,  Not. 

26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  969. 
Patrons  v.  Riverton  Water  Co.    (Wash.  Nos.  4717  and  4748,  Feb.  17, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Patten  v.   Brown    (Cal.  Decision  No.   6456,   Case  No.   1229,  June  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Pattonsburg  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1695,  Nov.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  861. 
Patton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3687,  Sept.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1004. 
Paty  V.  Louis^iana  &  A.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2276,  No.  2878,  May  27, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1038. 
Paul  V.  Bloomington  &  N.  R.  &  Light  Co.  (TIL  No.  7951,  June  4,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  775. 
Id.  V.  Union  Gas  &  E.  CJo.   (HI.  No.  7950,  June  4,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  775. 
Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1676,  Cause  No.  2729, 

July  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
Pawnee  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3751,  Nov.  23,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.  Business  Men's  Asso.  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Peabody  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.    (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2405,  Oct.  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
Peabody  Coal  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  8412,  Dec.  17, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 

Peaks  Island  Corp.,  He   (Me.  F.  C.  225,  June  12,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1007. 
Pearson,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6160,  Application  No.  3119,  Feb.  25, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
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PecaUMiica  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8537,  Oct.  16,  1918)  T.VJL 

1919A,  972. 
Pecoe  Valley  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Circular  No.  5270,  April  23, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1014. 
Peekskill  Lighting  &  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6094,  Nov.  26, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7130,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
Pejepacot  Paper  Co.  v.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  B.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  223,  Feb. 

26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
Pemberton  Twp.  Water,  Sewerage  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  April  15, 1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1057. 
id.   (N.  J.  April  15, 1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Pen  Argyl  Gas  Co.,  Buzzard  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1036. 
Pendleton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4662,  Aug.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 
1028. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4662,  Aug.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Peninsular  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1179,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1043. 
Peninsula  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1289,  Feb.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1029. 
Peninsula  Transit  Co..  Re  (Mich.  D-1324,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1043. 
Penn  Central  Light  A,  P.  Co.,  Light  Committee  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.U.R,1919A» 
594, 
id.  Light  Committee  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  882. 
Pennsylvania  Co.,  Homewood  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 

id.  Homewood  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  459. 
Pennsylvania-Detroit  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1136,  June  26,  1919)  P,U.R. 

1919E,  1015. 
Pennsylvania  Lines,  Edmondson  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919E,  1009. 
Pennsylvania  Power  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission    (Pa,  Sup.  Ct. 

1918,  261  Pa.  211,  104  Atl.  605)  P.UJL1919A,  881. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Ditt  Case  No.  5884,  Mar«li  19, 
1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  968. 
id.  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2471-1919,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1020. 
id.  Birdsboro  Stone  (>).  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1057. 
id.  Franklin  Coal  Min.  Co.  v.  (Pa,)  P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
id.  Gantz  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 
id.  Griswold  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  444. 
id.  State  Highway  Dept.  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  lOOL 
id.  State  Highway  Dept.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 
id.  Sunbeam  Coal  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.  1919E,  1053. 
id.  Thatcher  Mfg.  Co.  v.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
id.  Watts  V.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1919B,  480. 
Penny  v.  Stanley  Merrill  &  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  R-2452,  April  3,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
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Penn  Yan  &  L.  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7166,  March  4,  1910) 
P.U.R.1M9C,  1056. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Di«t.  No.  7178,  May  12,  1910)  P.U.R.1919I;,  1024. 
Pwiobscot  Bay  Blectric  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-338,  March  20,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1910C,  1006. 
Penobscot  Light  ^  P.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-364,  June  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1041. 
Pe<^le  V.  Dempsey  (N.  Y.  a.  App.  1918;  224  N.  Y.  140,  120  N.  E. 
146)  P.U.R.1919C,  683. 
id.  ex   rel.   Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.  t.  Public  Service   Commigsion 
(N.  Y.  App.  Div.  X917;   181  App.  Div.  147,  169  N.  Y.  Supp. 
69)   P.U.R.1919E,  31. 
People's  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4078,  Not.  22,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1002. 
People's  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.,  Re  (111.  Case  No.  7689,  July  26,  1910 > 

P.U.R.1919F.  995. 
People's  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2639,  Jan.  27,  1919) 

P.U.R.]  919C\  1058. 
People's  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3578,  Aug.  10,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  658. 
id.  (Ind.  Xo.  3578,  Aug.  10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  660. 
id.  (Mich.  T-I99,  Jan.  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
id.   (111.  No.  2703,  Jan.  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1022. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1902,  April  30,  1019)  P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
Id.  Northern  Indiana  k  S.  N.  Teleph.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.  v.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  865. 
People's  Power  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  8560,  Sept.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 

id.   (111.  No.  8560,  Sept.  24,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  642. 
People's  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1029. 

id.   (N.  J.  July  1,  1910)   P.U.R.1919E,  1044. 
People's  Teleph.  A  Teleg.  Co.  v.  W.  G.  Flat  Teleph.  Co.    (S.  D.  No. 
8178,  March  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  572. 
id.  V.  W.  G.  Flat  Teleph.  Co.    (S.  D.  No.  3178,  March  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  293. 
People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3253,  Sept.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
656. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3253,  Sept.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  773. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  3263,  Sept.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  544. 
id.   (111.  No.  8878,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 
id.   (III.  N<>.  8923,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1023. 
id.  Magin  ▼.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
People's  Traction  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  8631,  Jan.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B. 

1005. 
People's  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 

id.   (N.  J.  Oct  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  422. 
Peoria  v.  Chicago  4  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  3097,  Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  480. 
Peoria,  H.  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8543,  Oct.  14,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  946. 
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Peoria,  H.  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8543,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.UJL 
1919A,  957. 
N     id.   (111.  No.  8543,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R,1W9A,  1021. 
Pepin  Electric  Co.,' Re  (Wis.  U-1402,  Oct.  9,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  C-8007-10,  Oct  30,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  962. 
id.  (Mich.  No.  815,  Dec.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
id.   (Mich.  D-483,  March  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  997. 
id.    (Mich.  No.  8030-24,  Aug.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  984. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  943-14,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919'F,  984. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1037,  Sept.  29,  1919)    P,U.R.1919F,  1018. 
id.  Merrill  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
Perry  Ice  Co.,  Lay  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Perry  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8678,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,. 

1023. 
Perry  Teleph.  Cb.,  Re  (111.  No.  8763,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1022. 
Peru,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3815,  June  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  337. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3815,  June  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B.  425. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4435,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1910C.  1051. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4598,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E.  1017. 
Petaluma  &  S.  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5690,  Application  No* 
3917,  Aug.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  611. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5852,  Application  No.  3917,  Oct.  17,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
Peterman  v.  Sacramento  Valley  West  Side  Canal  Co.   (Cal.  Case  No. 

1118,  Decision  No.  4726,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1919E,  289. 
Pewaukee-Sussex  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1628,  Sept.  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1004. 
Philadelphia  &  C.  Ferry  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  May  5, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.,  Stft.te  Highway  Dept.  t.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1001. 
id.  State  Highway  Dept.  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Philadelphia,  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2357- 

1919,  Aug.  26.  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  987. 
Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Co.,  Passyunk  Ave.  Business  Men's  Aaeo,  T. 

(Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1034. 
Philippine  R.  Co.,  Re  (Philippine  Case  No.  1224,  Dec.  26,  19^8)  P.n.B. 

1919B,  999. 
Phillips,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1959,  Feb.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  997. 
Phillipsport  v.  New  York,  0.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist.  Case  No. 

6430,  March  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  695. 
Phoenix  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  524,  Oct.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
439.  ^ 

id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  524,  Oct.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  626,  Feb.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Pickett  V.  New  Orleans,  T.  &  M.  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  Nos.  2259,  2826,. 
March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
id.  V.  New  Orleans,  T.  &  M.  R.  Ca  (La.  Order  No.  2259,  No.  2826, 
March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
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Pickwiok  Stages,  He    (Cal.  Decmon  No.  5862,  Application  No.  4149, 

Oct.  21,  1918)  P.U.IL1919A,  1016. 
Pierce  Gouiiiy  Teleph.  C6.,  American  Soc.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  160. 
Piwceton,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4719,  Sept.  8,  191»)  P.U.R.1919P,  979. 
Pieroeton  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (IncL  No.  4534,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1013. 
Piercy  v.  CitizenB'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Cd. 


P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
id.  v.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  C6. 

P.UJ1.1919B,  422. 
id.  y.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  ft  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  423. 
id.  y.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  t  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  424. 
id.  V.  Citizens*  Gas,  E.  &,  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.  1919B,  426. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  428. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  A  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  429. 
id.  y.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.UJL1919B,  526. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  528. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1918B,  529. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  &  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  630. 
id.  V.  Citizens' .Gas,  E.  A  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1918B,  633. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  '&  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  543. 
id.  V.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  ft  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  544. 
id.  y.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  ft^  Co. 


(lU.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(HI.  No.  4896,  March  18,  193 «) 
(111.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(ni.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(III.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(111.  Xo.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(m.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(111.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(111.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(HI.  No..  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(HI.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(til.  Na  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(Bl.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(111.  Na  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(ni.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(111.  No.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 
(HI.  Xo.  4896,  March  18,  1918) 


P.U.R.1919B,  546. 
id.  y.  Citizens'  Gas,  E.  ft  H.  Co. 

P.U.R.1919B,  745. 
id.  V.  Citizens*  Gas  Electric  ft  Heating  Co.   (111.  No.  4896,  March 
18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  132. 
Piemi  y.  West  San  Joaquin  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6224, 

Case  No.  1269,  March  26,  1919)   P.U.R,1919D,  1049. 
Pierson,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4464,  AprU  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
Pike  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4318,  Jan.  17,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  952. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4318,  Jan.  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
Pinal  County,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Xo.  609,  March  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
998. 
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Pinard  y.  Chicago,  M.  4t  St.  P.  R.  Oo.  (Wit.  R-2475,  Aug.  22,  1»10) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Pine  Island  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Dec.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Pingree,  Re  (Utah,  No.  34,  May  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
Pinole  light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decbion  No.  6413,  Application  No.  460f, 

June  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Pinthsdi  T.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R  Ca   (Wis.  Rr-2485,  Sept.  20,  1M9) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Picmeer  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2288,  No.  2900,  June  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Pioneer  Gas  Co.,  Mullendore  v.  (Okla.)  P.UJL1919A,  906. 
Pisototnik,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  140,  March  17,  1919)  P.UJL1919B,  989. 

id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  140,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
Pittsburgh  v.  Duquesne  Light  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Dockets  1670-1917 

and  207^-1918,  June  2,  19^9)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.  V.   Pittsburgh  R.   Co.    (Pa.  Complaimt  Docket  No.   1571,  Dec. 

10,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
id.  V.  Pittsburgh  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1571,  April 

28,  1019)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.   R.  Co.,  Edinboro  State  Normal  School  v.    (Pa.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  908. 
Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3588,  Feb.  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  9123,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1034. 
id.  Higgins  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1039. 
id.  Linton  Water  CJo-  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
Pittsburgh  Coal  Co.  v.  Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Ck>.   (Ind.  No.  4362,  Feb. 

3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Pittsburgh  (bounty  R.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  Na  1575,  Cause  No.  3688, 

June  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Pittsburgh,  F.  W.  A  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8703,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R 

1919A,  1023. 
Pittsburgh  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Gray  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 
Pittsburgh  R  Co.,  Pittsburgh  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 

id.  Pittsburgh  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Plains  V.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  708,  June  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Plain  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1466,  Jan.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
Platte  Valley  Power  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3937,  May  7,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  994. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3938,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
Platte  Valley  Power  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  ApplicatitHi  JCo.  3766,  May  7,  1919) 

P.U.R1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3736,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R1919C,  1059. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  4034,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Platterille,  R.  4  E.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1469,  Jan.  16,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
Plattsburgh  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6817,  May  1, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
Plumas  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Wardlow  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
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Plymouth  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  R-^24ri,  June  0, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
Plymouth  4  N.  Gas  Co.;  Re  (Mich.  D-843,  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1022. 
Plymouth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  9042,  Septi  2,  1919)   P.U.B. 

1919F,  1000. 
Pocatelio  Gas  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho  Case  P-216,  Order  Xo.  587,  Nov.  29, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 

Point  Pleasant  Beadi  y.  Point  Pleasant  Water  Works  Co.  (N.  J.  March 

11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Point  Pleasant  Water  Works  Co.,  Point  Pleasant  Beach  ▼.    (N.  J.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Polk  County  Telepk  Co.,  Re  (l^Iinn.  Oct.  19,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A,  1005. 
Pollentzke  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4434,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1039. 
Pomfret  v.  Buffalo  &  L.  E.  Traction  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6217, 

May  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
Pomona  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2662,  Oct.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1014. 
Pompton  Lakes,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  743. 
id.   (N.  J.  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R1919A,  1030. 
id.   (N.  J.  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  948. 
id.   (N.  J.  Nov.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
Ponca  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3845,  Feb.  20, 1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
Ponce  V.  Half  Moon  Bay  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6482;  Case  No. 

1270,  June  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1031. 
Pontotoc,  Re  (Miss.  No.  5047,  May  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D.  997. 
Pope  Agie  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wyo.  No.  92,  Nov.  15,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  593. 
Poplar  Grove  v.  Boone  County  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.   (III.  No.  8810,  May 

20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Portage  American  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1403,  Dec.  12,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  989. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1633,  Sept.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Portage  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1492,  May  8,   1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 
218. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1492,  May  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  134. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1492,  May  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  137. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1492,  May  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  142. 
id.    (Wis.  U-1492,  May  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Port  Blakely  Mill  Co.,  Cheadle  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Porter  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Cto.    (S.  D.  F-483,  May  28,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Pott  Jervis  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6783,  April  15, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 

Portland,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  473,  F-776,  Nov.  80,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4387,  March  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  578. 
id. (Ind.  No.  4387,  March  ,29,  1919)   P.UJt.l919E,  150. 
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Portland  Gas  &  Coke  Co.,  North  Coast  Power  Co.  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

880. 
Portland  Gaslight  Co.,  Re    (Me.  n-317.  Get.  8,   1918)    P.UJ1.1919A, 

1026. 
Portland  R.  light  &  P.  Ck>.,  Re  (Gr.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  44^  F-76^ 
Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Gr.  Order  No.  476,  U-F-47,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  592. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  .C.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-F-47,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  593. 
id.  (Gr.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-P-47,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  24. 
id.  (Or.  P.  8.  0.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-F-47,  Pec  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1918B,  25. 
id.   (Gr.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  .475,  U-P-47,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  536. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-F-47,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  747. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-F-47,  Dec  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  823. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  475,  U-F-47,  Dec  2,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  860. 
id.  Cash  v.   (Or.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  88. 
id.  Oak  Grove  Commercial  Club  v.  (Or.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
Portland  Terminal  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  200,  Oct  9,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 
1014. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  465,  March  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1029, 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  491,  Aug.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  493,  Aug.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
Portsmouth,  D.  &  Y.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  478.  April  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Port  Washington  Electric  Light  &  Water  Plant,  Re    (Wis.  U-1358, 

July  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  120. 
Port  Wing  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1476,  Jan.  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
Poseyville  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  Cause  No.  4239,  Dec  27,  1918) 

P.U.R.  1919B,  1032. 
Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8529,  Oct.  14,  1918)  P.U.R,1919B, 
1045. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  T.  &  T.  129,  Nov.  14,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919B,  1046. 
id.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2731,  April  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
630. 

id.  V.  Call  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.  1919,  —  C.  C.  A ,  255  Fed.  850,  861) 

P.U.R.1919E,  675. 
Potlatch  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  F-241,  Order  No.  647,  Jan.  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1001. 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.)  P.  U.  O.  2446,  Order  No.  322, 

May  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1022. 
Potter  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  F-549,  P-660,  Nov.  29,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  666. 
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Potter  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (S.  D.  F-549,  F-SSO,  Nov.  20,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  661. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-549,  F-550,  Nov.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-549,  F-560,  Nov.  29,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  641. 
Poughkeepsie  &  W.  Falls  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6884,  July 

10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
Powers,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6789,  Application  No.  4077,  Se^t.  19, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6819,  May  29,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  . 

997. 
id.  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.    (Minn.  A-2495-i,  June  19,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
Poynette  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1586,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Ptairie  Electric  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  9336,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.UJt.l919F,  976. 
id.   (111.  No.  9336,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
id.'  (ill.  No.  9336,  S«pt.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1012. 
Prairie  Farm  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1670,  July  31,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1019. 
Prairie  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4269,  Dec.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
Prairieville  v.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2284,  No.  2881, 

June  24,  1919)   P.U.R.1919]S,  1051. 
Pratt,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7174,  May  7, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7183,  May  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7186,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7187,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist.  No.  7188,  May  20,  1919)  P.UJt.l919E,  1023. 
.     id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7190,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.   (Or.  P.   S.  C.  Or.  No.  611,  U~F-247,  May  26,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  1017. 
'    id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7198,  June  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7199,  June  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1024. 
Pratt  Bros.  v.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.    (111.  No.  8143,  April 

9,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Prattsburgh  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7157,  March  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1057. 
Prescott  Oas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  678-580,  April  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  627. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  500,  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1002. 
Prescribing  &  Fixing  Fees,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  0.  Order  No.  623,  G-F-5,  July 

1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919,E  1032. 
Pretty  Prairie  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2481,  June  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A.  1003. 
Pribyl  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (S.  D.  F-608,  July  2,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 
Price  V.  Egg  Harbor  City  Water  Co.  (N.  J.'  Feb.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

885. 
Price  County  Teleph.  Co.,  "Re  (Wis.  U-1400,  Nov.  29, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1009. 
Producers  Transp.  Co.,  Jameson  v.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1919B,  734. 
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Progress  Co:,  Stewart  V.   (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 

Providence  &  D.  R.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  603,  Oct.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

983. 
Providence  Qas  Co.,  Commission  ▼.  (R.  I.)  P.U.R.1919B,  531. 

id.  Rkode  Island   Public  Utilities  Commission   t.    (R.  L)    P.n.R. 

1919B,  631. 
Providence  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  Xo.  449,  Dec.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1009. 
Public  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (Vt.  No.  614,  April  8,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1042. 
id.  (Vt  No.  614,  April  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1073. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  Billings  Utility  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No. 

690,  Report  4  Order  No.  248,  Nov.  20,  1918)    P.UJtl919A,. 

990. 
id.  V.  Billings  Utility  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  690,  Report  and  Order 

No.  248,  Nov.  20,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  641. 
id.  V.  Billings  Utility  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  690,  Report  and  Order 

No.  248,  Noy.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  760. 
id.  V.  Billings  Utility  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  690,  Report  and  Order 

No.  248,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  858. 
id.  v.   Billings  Utility  Co.    (Mont.   Docket  No.  690,  Report  and 

Order  No.  248,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  859. 
id.  V.  Billings  Utility  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  690.  Report  L  Order 

No.  248,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  664. 
Id.  Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Co.  v.  (Ind.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  291. 
id.  y.  Froid  Auto  &  Oil  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No.  667,  Report  4 

Order  No.  236,  May  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  571. 
id.  FulUm  v.  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJtl919F,  177. 
id.  ex  rel.  Sperry  Flour  Co.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Go.  (Wash.  No. 

4421,  Jan.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  101. 
id.  v.  Helena  Light  4  R.  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No.  696,  Report  4 

Order  No.  255,  Jan.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1035. 
id.  V.  Kelso  Wat«r  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4826,  July  1,  1919)    P.UJt 

1919F,  133. 
id.  ex  rel.  Lumni  Island  Civic  Improv.  Club  ▼.  Lumni  Nav.  Co. 

(Wash.  No.  4839,  Aug.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
id.  V.  McPherson  Broa.  O).  (Wash.  No.  4872,  Sept.  4,  1919)  P.UJR. 

1919F,  1023. 
id.  ex  rel.  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Navy  Yard  Route  (Wash.  No. 

4883,  Sept.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
id.  V.  North  Coast  Power  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4727,  Dec  18,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  984. 
id.  ex  rel.  Hurley  v.  North  Pacific  Pub.  Service  0».,    (Wash.  No. 

4816,  June  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
id.  V.  Orchard  Water  (3o.  (Wash.  No.  4801,  July  18,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919E,  1031. 
id,  V.  Orchard  Water  Ca  (Wash.  No.  4801,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  144. 
id.  ex  rel.  Franklin  County  Irrig.  Dist.  v.  Pacific  Power  4  Light 

Co.  (Wash.  No.  4777,  March  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 

For  Table  of  Cimem  Digestedy  see  etUe,  pp.  66S''~eot. 

/Google 


Digitized  by  VjOOQ I 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  733 

Public  Service  Commission  v.  Pacific  Power  &  Light  Co.   (Wash.  No. 

4790,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  569. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Tdeg.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4747,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Waah.  No.  4747,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  307. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4747,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  223. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  k  Teleg,  Co.  (Wa«h.  No.  4747,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  131. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4747,  March  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
id.  Pennsylvania  Power  Co.  v.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ofc.)  P.U.R.1919A,  881. 
id.  People  ex  rel.  Pennsylvania   Gas   Co.  v.    (N.  Y.  App.  Div.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  31. 
id,  V.  Quincy,  0.  &  K.  C.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1464,  Dec.  17,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
id.  V.  St.  Joseph  R.  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1915,  Jan. 

13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  284. 
id.  V.  Seattle  &  R.  Valley  R.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4804,  May  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1019D,  1010., 
id.  V.  Skagit  River  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4880,  June  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 
id.  V.  Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Oo.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1963,  March 

8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  283. 
id.  V.  Vashon  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Wash.  No.  4768,  April  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.  V.  Vashon  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Wash.  No.  4758,  April  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1047. 
id.  V.  Washington  Water  Power  Co.    (Wash.  No.  1800,  Dec.  18, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
id.  V.  Washington  Water  Power  Co.    (Wash.  No.  1809,  Dec.  18, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  23. 
id.  V.  Yakima  Valley  Transp.  Oo.  (Wash.  No.  4799,  April  9,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919r,  994. 
Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7720,  May  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  186. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8587.  Oct.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1019. 
id.   (ni.  Xo.  8020,  Oct  8,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.   (111.  No.  80^1,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.   (111.  No.  8023,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.   (111.  No.  8021,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  536. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  8640,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1020. 
id.   (111.  No.  8364,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1521,  Cause  No.  3670,  Nov.  30,  1918)  P.U.R; 

1919A,  975. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3570,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
id.   (111.  No.  8644,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  991. 
id.   (111.  No.  8685,  March  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
id.   (111.  No.  8971,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
id.   (111.  No.  8983,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
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PubUc  Service  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  9303,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038* 
id.   (lU.  Nos.  7505,  7263,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
id.   (lU.  No.  8532,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
id.  Florup  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
id.  Hubbard  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919A,  127. 
id.  Melrose  Park  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
id.  V.  Waiona  Light  &  Power  Co.  (111.  Dec  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 

351. 
Public  Service  Gm  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  611. 

id.  Shanholtz  v.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
Public  Service  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  March  14,  1919)  P.U.R.IOIOC,  1070. 

id.   (N.  J.  May  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Abbott  Light  &  P.  Co.   (111.  No.  8770, 

April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
id.  V.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  233,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  768. 
id.  V.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  233,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  288. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  8538,  May  28,  1919') 

P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
id.  Cincinnati   Crushed   Stone  &  Gravel   Co.  v.    (Ohio  ,Sup.   Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  89. 
id.  V.  Cisco  Electric  Co.  (111.  No.  8279,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

.     992. 
id.  V.  Cisco  Electric  Co.  (111.  No.  8279,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1021. 
id.  V.  Douglas  Teleph.  Co.    (111.  No.  8136,  Feb.  4,  1919)    P.U.R. 

191 9D,  1046. 
id.  V.  Frose-Talbot  Teleph.  Co.  (111.  No.  8730,  May  20, 1^19)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1047. 
id.  V.  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  (111.  No,  8908,  May  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  63. 
id.  Kansas  City  v.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  66. 
id.  Kansas  City  v.  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  628. 
id.  V.  Kempton  Teleph.  Co.   (111.  No.  8671,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1066. 
id.  V.  Lewiston,  A.  ft  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  221,  Sept.  6, 1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
id.  V.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.    (pi.  No.  8364,  Oct.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
id.  Mahoning  &  S.  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919B, 

223. 
id.  V.  Monmouth  Electric  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  234,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  192. 
id.  V.  Sibley  Warehouse  &  Storage  Co.    (111.  No.  8760,  March  3, 

.    1919)  P.U.R.1019D,  1046. 
id.  V.  Springfield  Consol.  R.  Co.  (111.  Xo.  8610.  Jan.  8,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  965. 
id.  V.  Spring  Valley  Utilities  Co.    (111.  No.  8080,  April  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
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Public  Utilities  Commission,  Toledo,  B.  G.  &  S.  Traction  Co.  v.   (Ohio 

Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.19l»B,  223.      . 
id.  V.  West  Salem  Ice  &  Light  Co.    (111.  No.  8956,  8988,  Consoli- 
dated, July  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1021. 
Public  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4127,  Sept.  24,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A^ 

253. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4809,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1025. 
id.  V.  North  Kankakee  Electric  Light  &  R.  Co.  (IlL  No.  8230,  Jan. 

6,  1919)  P.U.R,1919A,  1023. 
Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Seattle  v.    (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1919A,  880. 
id.  Seattle  v.  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B,  859. 
Pttlliaih,  Re  (Or.  F-833,  P.  S.  C.  Older  No.  533,  Aug.  20,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  983. 
Ponxsutawney,  Re    (Pa.   Application  Docket  No.   18«-1W6,  Jan.  14, 

1919)  P.UJL1919A,  949. 
Purcell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1569,  Cause  Nos.  3524,  3625, 

June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1029. 
Pure  Ice  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8191,  Dec  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1022.^ 
Pursell  y.  East  Pennsylvania  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No 

2350,  Jan.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
Putnam  &  W.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6096,  Nov.  26, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7131,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7204,  July  10,  1919)  P.UJL1919F,  993. 
Putnam  County  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9200,  July  25,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1001. 
Pyott  Foundry  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8602,  Oct.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
Quaker  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla  Order  No.  1580,  Cause  Nob.  a702,  3694, 

3690,  Aug.  5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Quality  Coal  &   Wm.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8549,  Sept.  30,  1918)    P.U.R. 

JOIOA,  957. 
Quapaw  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Order  No.  1523;  Cause  No.  3685,  Dec.  7, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3538,  Order  No.  1627,  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  991. 
Quarterly  Reports,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist.  Dist.  Case  No.  1176,  April  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Quarterly  Statements,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  0.  2296,  Oct  10,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1015. 
Queensborough  Bridge  Trolley  Station,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Cftse  No. 

2268,  Sept.  3,  1918)  P.U.R,1919B,  480. 
Queens  Borough  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist,  Case  No.  1679,  Nov. 

12,  1918)  P.UJL1919B,  1038. 
Quenemo  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2190,  May  29,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1003. 
Quincy,  O.  &  K.  C.  R.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 

191&A,  996. 
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Quincy  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8791,  March  6, 1W9)  P.U.R.1W9D,  1033. 
id.   (111.  No.  8791,  March  5,  1919)  P.U;R.191»E,  66. 
id.   (111.  No.  9230,  July  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1036. 
(Juinn,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  163,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  991. 
Railroad  Commission,  Alexandria  ft  W.  R.  Co.  v.  (La.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  100. 
id.  Alexandria  &  W.  R.  Co.  ▼.  (La.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.II.R.1919B,  lOL 
id.  Alexandria  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.  (La.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919D,  636. 
id.  BroeksScanlon  Co.  v.   (La.  Sup.  Ct)   P.U.R.1919D,  635. 
id.  V.  Director-General  of  Railroads   (La.  Order  Nos.  2242,  2819, 

Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
id.  La.  Crosse  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1022. 
id.  v.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  C6.    (La.  Na  2822,  Order  No.  2256, 

March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
id.  v.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.    (La.  No.  2822,  Order  No.  2265, 

March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  283. 
id.  V.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Ca   (La.  Order  No.  2266,  No.  2847, 

March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
id.  V.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.    (La.  Order  No.  2258,  No.  2829, 

March  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1049. 
id.  V.  New  Orleans,  T.  &  M.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2890,  Order  No.  2296, 

July  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 
id.  Smith  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
Railroad  Commission  Cases   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1886,  116  U.  S.  307,  29 
L.  ed.  636,  6  Sup.  a.  Rep.  334,  388,  1191)  P.U.R,1919B,  626. 
Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  691,  Report 

and  Order  No.  246,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
Railroad  Commission  Service  Bureau,  Re   (Tex.  Feb.  21,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919D,  1037. 
Railroad  Corporations,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7134,  Dec  10,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1040. 
Railroad  Corporations  Operating  Electric  Surface  Cars,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist 

Dist.  Case  No.  2172,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1034. 
Railroads,  Southern  Mineral  Co.  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
Railway  Terminal  &  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8660,  Nov.  18,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Rakestraw,  Re  (Mich.  D-1814,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  ^76. 

id.  (Mich.  D-1314,  July  22,  1910)  P.U.R.1919F,  1017. 
Ramapo  Ore  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6682,  Jan.  21,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
Randolph  v.  Iroquois  Utilities  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  (Uase  No.  6744,  June  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
Random  Lake  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  T-828,  April  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1048. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1661,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1577,  Aug.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.191»F,  1004. 
Rankin  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8506,  Dec.  4,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  972. 
Rann,  International  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  (X  App.)  P.U.R.1919B,  830. 
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Raqu^tte  Lake  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7147,  Jan.  21,*  1»19) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
Raritan  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 
Rates  &  Schedules  by  Steam  Corporations,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Gaae 

No.  1890,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
Rates  in  Contracts  for  Public  Utilities  Service,  Re    (111.  General  Or- 
der No.  58,  June,  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1005. 
Raverton  Water  Co.,  Patrons  v.   (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Ray  &  G.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  468,  Oct.  24,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  468,  Oct.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1015. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  591,  March  18,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1020. 
Razey  v.  Humphreys  Petroleum  Co.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1559,  Cause  No. 

3444,  May  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 
Reading  Corp.,  Re    (Mich.  No.  8007-15,  July  21,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1007. 
Readstown,  Jordan  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 

Records  of  Pressure  of  Natural  Gas  Distributed,  Re   (Okla.  Proposed 
Order  No.  164,  Cause  No.  3615,  Jan.  2,  1910)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1039. 
Reddington  Twp.  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4462,  April  17,  1919) 
P.UJR.1919E,  62. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4462,  Ajftril  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4462,  April  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  170. 
Red  Hook  v.  Red  Hook  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6476, 

Aug.  29,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
Red  Hook  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Red  Hook  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

976. 
Red  River  Valley  Teleph  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  May  21,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1016. 
Redwood  Falls  Electric  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Sept.  19,  1918)   P.U.R. 
1919A,  1004. 
id.   (Minn.  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
id.   (Minn.  Sept.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  861. 
Reed,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6105,  Application  No.  4809,  Feb.  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.  V.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  Xo.  4607,  Aug.  26,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
Reedsburg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1644,  Sept.  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1005. 
Reedsville,  Re  (Wis.  U-1558,  June  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Reid  v.  Union  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1698,  Oct.  29, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Remco  S.  S.  Co..  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6387,  Application  No.  4550,  June 

5,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Reno  (jrolf  &  Country  Club  v.  Nevada  Interurban  R.  Co.  (Nev.  Case  Xo. 

489,  Jan.  18,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1022. 
Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (X^ev.  U-6.  Aug.  29,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919F,  996. 
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Reports  to  be  Made  by  Companies  upon  Filing  Schedule,  Re    (Ohio, 
Administrative   Order   No.   40,   May   20,   1019)    P.U.R.1919F, 
1008. 
Republican  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  4064,  Aug. 

16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1018. 
Republic  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  No.  2714,  May  28,  1919)  P.UJl. 

1919F,  1001. 
Republic  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  Case  No.   6709, 

Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1030. 
Reshipping  Warehouse,  Re  (111.. No.  8658,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1000. 
Revision  of  Fiscal  Periods  for  Rendering  Annual  Rep.,  Re  (HI.  .General 

Order  35,  Jan.  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1919D,  835. 
Reynolds  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4476,  April  30,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1058. 
Rhode  Island  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  442,  Oct.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  444,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  993. 
id.   fR.  I.  No.  445,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  460,  Dec.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  457,  Dec.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  465,  Feb.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  474,  May  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  475,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
id.  Commission  v.   (R.  I.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
Rhode  Island  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Providence  Gas  Co.    (R. 

I.  No.  41,  Aug.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  531. 
Rhodes,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6506,  Aug.  1,  1918)  P.U.R,1919A, 

945. 
Rice  V.  Westboro  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Aug.  25, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Richland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1319,  Sept.  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1910E, 

180. 
Richmond  v.  Brown,    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6161,  Case  No.  986,  Applica- 
tion No.  4086,  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
id.  v^  East  Richmond  Land  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6276,  Case  No. 
992,  Application  No.  4076,  April  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
id.  V.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.  R.  R.  505.  Oct.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 
984. 
Richmond  &  S.  R.  Ferry  &  Transp.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5954. 
Application  No.  4100,  Nov.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  970. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5964,  Application  No.  4100,  Nov.  23,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
Richmond  Electric  Light  &  P.  Plant,  National  Automatic  Tool  Co.  v. 

(Ind.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1000. 
Richmond  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  4136,  4136,  April  80,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 
Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4899,  Oct.  14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
Riedl,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  No.  631,  Sept.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2417,  Sept.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 
973. 
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Kigor  T.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4470,  May  19,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
id.  V.  Union  Traction  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4520,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.IL 
1919D,  999. 
Ringgold  &  Jamestown  v.  Director  General  of  Railroads  (La.  Case  No. 

2839,  Order  No.  2254,  March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
Rio  Electric  Co.,  Larson  T.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919A,  977. 

id.  Larson  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Rio  Gk-ande  &  E.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Circular  No.  6262,  Nov.  26,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  999. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  30,  March  15,  1919).  P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
Ripley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-323,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Ripen  United  Teleph.  Ck).,  Re    (Wig.  U-1653,  June  11,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919E,  1055. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1637,  Sept.  29, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1005. 
lUverbend  Gas  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5864,  Supplemental 
Application  No.  3552,  Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1910A,  986. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5044,  Supplemental  Application  No.  3552, 

Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6493,  Application  No.  4648,  July  16,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919P,  1010. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6500,  Application  No.  3562,  July  16,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Rivers,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-86,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1007. 
River  Street  Ditch  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6147,  Application  No. 
4169,  Feb.  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6147,  Application  No.  4169,  Feb.  25,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1020. 
Roach  V.  Waterloo  Public  Heating  Dept.   (Wis.  Dec.  17,  1918)   P.UJl. 
1919B,  337. 
id.  V.  Waterloo  Public  Heating  Dept.  (Wis.  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  339. 
Roachdale   Electric   Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4680,   Sept.   13,   1919)    P.UJR. 

1919F,  1014. 
Road  Dist.  No.  6,  Re  (111.  No.  9173,  June  17, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 
Ruann  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  3963,  Oct.  25,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 
1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4001,  Dec.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1026. 
Robins  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  File  A-3010,  July  7,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  1060. 
Robinson  v.  Hillcrest  Water  Co.    (N.  J.  Oct.  9,  1919)    P.U.R.1019F, 

1032. 
Rocholle  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7677,  March  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
Rochester,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6428,  Nov.  7,  1918 j    P.U.R. 
lOinA,  964. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6428,  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R1919B,  998. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4637,  Sept.  23,  1019)   P.U.R.1919F,  1007. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4637,  Sept.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1032. 
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Rochester  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet  No.  7107,  Sept  7,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  No.  7146,  Jan.  20,  1W9)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Xo.  6653,  April  24,  1919)   P.a.R.1919C, 

1053. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7176,  May  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
Rochester  Gas  &  Fnel  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  419%,  Jasi.  3,  1W9)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  987. 
Hodiedter  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6611,  Aug.  15, 
1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6585,  Aug.  27,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1031. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6635,  Sept.  5, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1031. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6778,  March  20,  1919)   P.tJ.R.1919C, 
1072. 
Rochester  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4891,  Jan.  13,  1»1»)  P.tX^R.l^lOA, 
1002. 
Id.   (Minn.  July  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
Rockford  v.  Rockford  City  Traction  Co.   (lU.  No.  7666,  D«c.  4,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Rockford  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8381,  Oct  8,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
979. 
id.   (HI.  Xo.  8996,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1024. 
id.    (Wis.  R~2444,  June  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Rockford  City  Traction  Co.,  Rockford  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Rockford  Electric  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  8027,  Jan.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 
380. 
id.   (111.  No.  8781,  Jan.  30,  1^19)   P.U.R.1919B,  1023. 
id.  (Dl.  No.  8781,  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
Bockford  Gashght  &  Coke  Co.,  Re  (111.  X^o.  8233,  "Nov.  25,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  086. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  8233,  Nov.  26.  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  644. 
Rockford  Storage  Warehouses,  Re  (111.  No.  9137,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1000. 
Rockingham  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-512,  Order  No.  870, 
March  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
id.  (N.  H.  D-613,  Order  No.  871,  March  26,  1919)    P.UJL1919B, 
1030. 
Rock  Island  Southern  R.  Co.  Re  (HI.  L-3179,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

191 9C,  1049. 
Rock  Island  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8922,  March  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  991. 
Rockland,  T.  &  C.  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Itself  (Me.  P.  0.  196,  Oct.  10,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  973. 
id.  V.  Itself  (Me.  F.  C.  196,  Oct  10,  1018)  P.TJ.R.IOIOA,  980. 
Rockport  Waterworks  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4275,  Dec.  26,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  973. 
Rock  River  Valley  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re   (HI.  No.  9015,  April  14,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  993. 

Far  Table  of  OnBes  Digested,  m^  tnite,  pp.  963^601, 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  741r 

Koddick  v.  H.  G.  Lacey  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5906,  Case  No.  1232, 

Dec.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
Hode»hAver  v.  Harrlsburg  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Pa,  Complaint  Docket  I^, 

2298,  Aug.  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Kodeo-Vallejp  Ferry  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decisi^Mi  Now  6035,  Application  No. 

4152,  Dec.  30,  1918^   P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
Id,  tCftk  S>m»um  N».  62ae,  An>lioatio«  No.  4431,  April  19,  1919> 

P.U.R.1919D,  1022. 
Rome  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  C^e  N#.  5847,  May  1, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1044. 
Romney  Consol.  Teleph.  Co.    (W.  Va.  Case  No.  716,  Feb.  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919I>,  1017. 
Ronne    (€.   H.)    Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.   8650,  Nov.   18,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Ross,  Re  (Mich.  D-1311,  May  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1068. 

id.  V.  Frankfort  (Ind.  No.  4099,  Dec.  18, 1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  526. 
id.  V.  Frankfort  (Ind.  No.  4099,  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  623. 
Rossville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8989,  April  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  99a 
Rost  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  F-532,  July  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1910E,  1050. 
Rotbart  v.  Merchants  Heat  ft  Light  CJo.  (Ind.  Xa  4398,  March  20,  1019) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1060. 
Round  Lake  Asso.  v.  Dwaas  Electric  Co.  (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case.  No.  6752; 

July  3,  1919)  P.U.R.11)19F,  991. 
Roundup  Electric  Co.,,  Local  Union  No.  3574,  U.  M.  W.  ol  A.  v.  (Mont.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1046. 
Row6  V.  Columbia  &  R.  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6809,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Roxana  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8702,  Dec.  3,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A.  94T. 
Royal  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9063,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

994. 
Rudolph  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Wood  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  U-1506,  April 

14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1060. 
Rules.  &  Regulations,  Re    (111.  General  Order  No,  48,  July  1,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Rules   Groverning   Use   of   Fenders   &  Wheelguards  upon   Street   Cars 

(Mass.  P.  S.  C.  2299,  April  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1033. 
Rumney  v.  Sickinger  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  623,  May  17, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 

991. 
Rupert  Electric  Co.,  Walters  v.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Rushville  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4026,  Nov.  6,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  948. 
Russell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  No.  2816,  May  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1001. 
Rutland  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  Now  6280,  May  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6909,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1019. 
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Rutland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1302,  April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C; 

1068. 
Ryu6,  Re  XCal.  Decision  No.  6838,  Application  No.  4062,  Oct.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
S.  A  O.  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  129,  Majrch  7,  1»19)  P.U.R. 

1910B,  989. 
Sacramento  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5865,  Applicatioii  No.  4045, 

Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
Sacramento  Valley  West  Side  Canal  Co.,  Brown  v.  (CaL)  P.U.R,1919E, 

2S0. 
id.  Peterman  v.    (CaL)    P.U.R.1919E,  289. 
St.   Charles  Lighting  Co.,  Re    (IMo.   Case  No.  1817,  March  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
St.  Charles  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (S.  D.  No.  3672,  July  25,  1W9)   P.U.R. 

1919E.  1029. 
St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  9087,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.Pv. 

1919E,  1037. 
id.  Belleville  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-327,  Jan.  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

953. 
St.  Francois  County  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1760,  Oct  22,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  521. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1760,  Oct.  22,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1780,  Oct.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  532. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1760,  Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R,1919B,  633. 
St.  Johns  Waterworks  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  629,  Nov.  4,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1010. 
St.  Joseph  Gas  0>.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1793, .Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

9}^:. 

St.  Joseph  Heating  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3906,  July,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
255. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3906,  July        1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  774. 
St.  Joseph  R.  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mo.) 

P.U.R.1919E,  284. 
St.  Joseph  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1843,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  62. 
id.  (Mo.  CJase  No.  1843,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  211. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1843,  June  24,  1919)  P.UJL1919E,  213. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1843,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  221. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1843,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
St.  Ixjuis  &  B.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8185,  Oct.  .28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1019. 
St.  Louis  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1311,  Sept.  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  65. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1406,  Nov.  22,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A,  992. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1850,  Jan.  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1044. 
St.  Louis  &  J.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1722,  Feb.  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1005. 
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St.  Louis  Cotton  Compress  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8591,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1000.    . 
St.  Louis,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  9118,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1003. 
id.  Hillsboro  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
St.   Louis-San    Francisco  R.    Co.,   Commercial   Club  T.    (Mo.)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  1045. 
id.  Dyott  V.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  986. 

id.  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.   (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
id.  Mississippi  Railroad  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.,  Willett  v.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
St.  Mary  v.  Yazoo  &  M.  Valley  R.  Co.    (La.  Order  Nos.  2301,  2910, 

Sept.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
St.  Peter  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8930,  June  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1027. 
Salem,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  182,  July  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
id.  V.   Southern  P.  Co.    (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  452,  F-720. 

Oct.  22,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  515,  F-810,  June 
11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Salem  Electric  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Oct.  26,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1027. 
Salem  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  569. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  218. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  25, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  167. 
id.   (Mass.  Oct.  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Saline  Electric   Co.,  Re    (UL  No.  7839,  Dec.   18,  1918)    P.UJt.l919A, 
973. 
id.  Benham  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Salmon  River  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Oase  P-255,  Order  No. 

551,  Jan.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
Salt  Lake  &  D.  Stage  Co.,  Re   (UtaJi,  Case  No.  177,  July  23,  1919} 

P.U.R.1919E,  998. 
Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  CSaae  No.  78,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.UJEl. 
1919 A,  522. 
id.  (Utah,  Case  No.  78,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  524. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  78,  Oct.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  540. 
id.  (Utah,  Case  No.  119,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919B,  997. 
Salt  Lake  Real  Estate  Bd.  v.  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Utah,  Case  No. 

162,  July  11,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
San  Benito  «  R.  G.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5265,  Feb. 

26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 
San  Bernardino  Mountain  Auto  Line,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6313,  Ap- 
plication No.  4379,  May  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1016. 
Sanbom-Pekin  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6841,  May  15, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d.  Diat.  Case  No.  6841,  May  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 
1045. 
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San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.  Be    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6168,  Appli- 
cation No.  3294,  Feb.  25,  1918)  P.U.R.19WB,  749. 
id,   (Cal.  Dedsion  No.  5168,  Application  No.  3294,  Feb.  26,  1918? 

P.U.R.1919C,  869. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6168,  Application  No.  3294,  Feb.  26,  1918> 

P.UJL1919C,  870. 
id.  (CJal.  Decision  No.  6373,  Application  No.  4488,  June  8,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
San  Diego  Home  Teleph.  Co,.Be   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5615,  Application 

Nog.  3702,  3780,  July  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  51. 
Sand  Rock  Water  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1418,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.UJL1910A, 

1013. 
Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R,  R.  467,  Dec.  30,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1M9A,  994. 
id.   (Me.  C-21,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  995: 
id.  (Me.  R.  R.  471.1,  March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  477,  April  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
id.  Androscoggin  Pulp  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
id.  International  Paper  Co.  r.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1910C,  1061. 
id.  International  Paper  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1M9C,  1062. 
id.  International  Paper  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1019E,  1081. 
id.  Oxford  Paper  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
id.  Pejepscot  Paper  Co.  v.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
id.  Warren  &  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Ban  Francisco,  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Di^t.  Ct.)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  421. 
id.  Spring  Valley  Water  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B,  534. 
San  Francisco  &  S.  J.  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6237,  Appli- 
cation No.  4301,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1021. 
6an  Francisco,  N.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5970,  Application 

No.  3594,  Oct.  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 
San  Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6687, 
Application  No.  3219,  Aiij?.  13,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  621. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5687,  Application  No.  3219,  Aug.  13,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  536. 
id.   (C:vl.  Application  No.  4266,  Decision  No.  6100,  Fd).  1,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
Sanguinetti,  Re    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  620,  May  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

993. 
San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  CJorp.  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5449,  Application 
No.  3531,  May  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  749. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5449,  Application  No.  3531,  ^ay  28,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5937,  Application  Nos.  2416,  2416,  Nov.  19, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A.  965. 
id.   (Cal,  Decision  No.  6093,  Application  No.  4064,  Jan.  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1002. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6095,  Application  No.  4064,  Jan.  30,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  567. 
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San  Jotquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No,  6107,  Application 
No.  4363,  Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6406,  Application  No.  4572,  June  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  «99. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6406,  Application  Na  4572,  Jnne  10,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
San  Jos^  R.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5677,  Application  No.  3817, 
Aug.  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  439. 
id.   (Cal.  Deciflion  No.  6939,  Application  Nos.  2400,  2401,  Nov.  19, 
1918)   P.U.R.1019A,  966. 
San  Jo84  Waterworks,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  6152,  Application  No. 

4367,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.UJt,1919C,  1043. 
San  Pedro  Transp.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6X7^,  Application  No. 

4366,  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1021. 
Santa  Barbara  County,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6002,  Application  No. 

4081,  Dec.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
Santa  Barbara  Gas  &  K  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6362,  Application 

No.  4440,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
Sapulpa  Xwp.  V.  Oklahoma  Union  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3761,  Avut, 
28.  1919)  P.U.R.I919F,  987.  ^ 

Saratoga  Springs  v.  Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 
Case  No.  6538,  May  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  V.  Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6538,  May  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  261. 
id.  V.  Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 
6538,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  627. 
Sargent  Coal  Co.  v.  Evansville  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4138,  Dec.  81,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  290. 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1290,  Jan.  29,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1029. 
Saunemin  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9075,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
Schadd  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2571,  Feb. 

24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Schenectady  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.  Case  No.  6600,  Oct. 
24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6336,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

997. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6336,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6337,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6449,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

997. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   6449,  April  3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1028. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6452,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  997. 
Schenectady  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6641,  Aug.  15,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7127,  Not.  21,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  8d  DM.  Now  7169,  March  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1067. 
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Schenectady  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6583,  May  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  623. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6583,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  628. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6583,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  138. 
Schmitt  ▼.  Firth   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6220,  Case  No.  1292;  March  24, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Schneible,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6720,  Feb.  25,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1041. 
Schnettler,  Re  (Mich.  T-249,  Sept.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  976. 
Schoals,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4185,  Nov.  6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  973. 
Schoolcraft,  Re  (Mich.  O-7077-23,  Dec.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
Schroeder  &  Aasen,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  485,  F-792,  Jan.  24, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
Schulz,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077-53,  Nov.  7,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Schumacher  v.  Lake  Erie  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2295,  June  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1000. 
Schuylkill  Haven  v.  Schuylkill  Haven  Gas  &  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  171,  Nov.  12,  19? 8)   P.U.R.1919A,  967. 
gchuylkill  Haven  Gas  &  Water  Co.,  Schiylkill  Haven  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  967. 
Schuylkill  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  No.  2208-1918,  April  22,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
Scotia  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3684,  March 

4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  .3864,  March  4,  1919)   P.U.R.1019E,  217. 
Scott,  Re  (Mich.  No.  5991,  June  21,  1919)  P.U.R.10inE,  1007. 
Scott  CJounty  v.  Cape  Girardeau  Northern  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1542, 

Sept.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  480. 
Scott  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8408,  Nov.  18,   1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  1020. 
Scribner  v.  Broadalbin  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 

No.  6604,  March  4,  1919)    P.U.R.1019C,  1048. 
Searsport  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  182)  P.U.R.1919B,  787. 
Seattle  v.  Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.  1918, 

—  Wash.  — ,  174  Pac.  464)   P.U.R.1919A,  880. 

id.  ▼.  Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light  Si  P.  Co.  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.  19J8, 

—  Wash.  — ,  174  Pac.  464)  P.U.R.1919B,  859. 

Seattle  &  R.  Valley   R.   Co.,  Public   Service   Commission  ▼•    (Wash.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
Security  Fireproof  Storage  &  Van  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9352,  July  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1040. 
Selby  Equity  Union  Excli.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  F-599, 

May  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1042. 
Seneca  River  Power  Co.,  Cole  v.  (\.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Seneca  Teleph.  Ca,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  4002,  July  17,  1919) 

P.U*R.1919E,  1028. 
Sequoia  Nat.  Park  Stage  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6396,  Application 

No.  4561,  June  10,  1991)  P.U.R.1919F,  973. 
Serbian,  Re  (111.  No.  9102,  June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  998. 
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Service  Connection  &.  Moving  Charges  for  Teleph.  Cos.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C. 
Or.    Order   No.    522,   U-F-260,   July   Ij   1919)    P.U.R.IOIDE. 
1029. 
Sespe  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5818,  Application  Nos. 

3966,  3966,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
Seymour  v.  Interstate  Pub.  Service  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4253,  Dec.  21,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
id.  V.  Interstate  Pub.  Service  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4253,  Dec.  31,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
id.  V.  Seymour  Water  Co.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2675,  Feb.  15,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Seymour  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1409,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Seymour  Water  Co.,  Seymour  v.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
Shade  Gasoline  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Order  No.  1544,  Cause  No.  3674,  Feb. 
21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1001. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1546,  Cause  No.  3674,  Feb.  21,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  1036. 
Shaflfer  County  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Cause  No.  3668,  Order  No.  1555, 

April  10,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1055. 
Shafter  Warehouse  Co.,  R^   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6433,  Application  Nos. 

4622,  4623,  4027,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1910F,  1006. 
Shamokin  &  Mt.  C.  Transit  Co.,  Trovinger  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919D,  668. 
Shanholtz  v.  Public  Service  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.  Jan.  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1037. 
Sharon  &  M.  C.  Street  R.  Co.,  Eckles  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919A,  984. 
Sharp,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  196,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1019E,  908. 
Shawnee-Tecumseh  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No.  1539,  Cause  No. 

3605,  Jan,  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
Shelby  Northwestern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Tlase  No.  54,  May  10,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1069. 
Shelbyville  Desk  Co.  v.  Interstate  Pub.   Service  Co.    (Ind.  No.  4331, 

March  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
Shell  Creek  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3766,  Oct.  21, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Shell  Lake  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1411,  Oct.  12,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 
776. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1411,  Oct.  12,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A,  1009. 
Sherrard  Power  System,  Re  (111.  No.  9045,  June  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1910D, 

994. 
Shiawassee  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-232,  Oct.  8,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Shiloh   Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-I6OI;  March   8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1016. 
Shippers  &  Receivers  of  Freight,  Re   (La.  Circular  No.  706,  Sept.  23, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  989. 
Shively,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No,  5774,  Application  No.  3932,  Sept.  18, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  968. 
Shoals,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4186,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
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Shoemaker  v.  Louisville  &  S.  I.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4313,  Mardi  15, 

1919)  P.U.R,1919B,  1005. 
Shore  Line  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2964,  Nov.  6,  1918) 
P.U,R.1919B,  1048. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3065,  April  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3154,  July  31,  1019)  P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  3195,  Sept.  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  988. 
id.  Norwich  &  Sprague  v.  (Co^n.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
Shoshone  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wyo.  No.  87,  Sept.  20, 1918)  P.r.R.1919A, 

978. 
Sibley  Warehouse  A  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8647,  Nor.  18,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1046. 
Sickinger,  Rnmney  v.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  991. 
Sidney  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ohio  No.  1534,  Oct.  28,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1030. 
Siebold-Schaeflfer  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9122,  May  28,  1919)  F.UJt.l919D, 
994. 
Id.   (111.  No.  9122,  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1034. 
Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6398,  Application  No. 
4641,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6465,  Application  No.  4602,  June  30,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
id.  Meyer  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1021. 
Sigurd  V.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.   (Utah  Case  No.  181.  Aug.  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1052. 
8ilva  ▼.  Van  Hoosear  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5965,  Case  No.  1194,  Nov.  23, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 

Silver  Creek  Gas  &  Improv.  Co.,  fte  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6558,  Oct. 

15,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  954. 

8imp8<Mi  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8794,  May  7,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1015. 
^Singleton  v.  [Martinsville  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4452,  April  12,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Siren  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1562,  July  81,  1919)  P.tT.R. 

1919E,  1030. 
Siy  Cong  Bieng  &  Co.,  Re  (Philippme  Case  No.  1120,  ^pt.  14,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  1018. 
Skagit  River  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Wash. ) 

P.U.R.191OT!,  1012. 
Skaneateles  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7146,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919B,  1011. 
Skeedee  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb,  Application  No.  4005,  Aug. 

16,  1919)  P.tJ.R.1919F,  1M8. 

Skiatook  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3594,  Order  No.  1540,  Feb.  18, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 

Sldmner  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6656,  June,  3,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
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Smeinofl  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co,   (S.  D.  F-669,  Aug.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
Smiley,  Re  (III.  No.  8430,  D«c.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
Smiley  Bros.  Teleph.,  Re   (111.  Exch.  No.  8429,  May.  20,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919D,  1015. 
Smiley  Bros.  Teleph.  Exoh.,  Re    (111.  No.  8429,  Dec.  3,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  1001. 
Smith,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6851,  June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 
997. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  160,  June,  6,  1919)  P,U.R.1919D,  992. 
id,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7213,  Aug.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  998. 
id.  V.   Railroad  Commission    (Wis.  Jan.  81,  1919)    P.U.R.IOIOA,. 
985. 
Smith  Stage  Co.  t.  Globe  Miami  Auto  Co.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  471,  Aug. 

14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919C,  683.. 
Smith  Teleph.  Co.,  State  v.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Smithville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1771,  Jan.  28,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1984,  April  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1063. 
SiwitUlte  &  T.  Irxig.  Co.,  Re  (Arir.  Docket  No.  598,  March  5,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
Somera-Paria  Tel^.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1494,  May  26, 1919)  P.U.R,1919D, 

1017. 
Soo  Toeing  A  Rafting  C^.,  Be  (Ifich.  D-1281,  Nov,  8,  1918)  F.UJR. 

1919A,  1028. 
Southaard,  Re  (IJl.  No.  9136,  Juno  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 
South  Buflfalo  R.  Co.,  Re  .(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7119,  Oct.  26,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  999. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7160,  March  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1057. 
id.   (N.  Y.  3d  Dist.  No.  7162,  April  7,  1910)  P.U.R.1.919D,  1010. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  7163,  April  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  IQIO. 
South  Chicago  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8696,  Dec  2,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  968. 
South  Coast  Improv.  Co.  Wells  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919E,  56. 
South  Dakota  State  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (S.   D.   F-640,  May  19,   1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  668. 
id.   (S.  D.  F-^40,  May  19, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  167. 
id.  Ellerman  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Soutlieastern  Massachusetts  Power  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  June  2, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1026. 
South  Elgin  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8728,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1030. 
Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Qa.  File  Na  14324,  Jan.  16, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.  Brantley  v.   (Ga.)  P.U.R.1919B,  M)4f. 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5978,  Applica- 
tion No.  4246,  Dec.  6.  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6077,  Application  No.  4310,  Jan.  23,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1021. 
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Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6146,  Applica- 
tion Xo.  4193,  Feb.  25,  1919 )   P.U.R.1919a  1043. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6496,  Application  Nos.  4720,  4724,  July  16, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6496.  Application  Nos.  4720,  4724,  July  10, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1010. 
Southern  California  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6104,  Application 

No.  4303,  Feb.  13,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6181,  Application  No.  4392,  March  12,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1021. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6270,  Application  No.  4864,  April  16,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  993. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6271,  Application  No.  4400,  April  16,  1911)) 

P.U.R.1919D,  993. 
Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6025,  Amended  Ap- 
plication No.  2972,  Application  No.  2973,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  992. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6027,  Application  No.  4270,  Dec.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1019. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6101,  Application  No.  3699,  Feb.  18,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
Id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6370,  Application  No.  4270,  June  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
W.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6411,  Application  No.  4557,  June  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
Id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6513,  Applfcation  No.  4493,  July  18,  1019) 

P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
Southern  Illinois  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8866,  Feb.  17,  1919)  P.UJt.l919B, 

1026. 
Id.   (HI.  No.  8867.  May  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.  (HI.  No.  9169,  July  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  9169,  July  25,  1919)  P.t^R.lDlOE,  1013. 
Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5757,  March  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1919D,  835. 
id.   (ni.  No,  7026,  Sept.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1919D,  498. 
id.   (HI.  No.  8365,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  621. 
id.   (Rl.  No.  8365,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
id.   (111.  No.  8570,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  8582,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A.  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  8053,  Oct.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.  (HI.  No.  8682,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8066,  8067,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  98«. 
id.  (HI.  Nos.  8066,  8067,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  543. 
id.  (HI.  No.  8068,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
id.  (111.  No.  8274,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  8068,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  644. 
Id.   (111.  No.  8068,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  750. 
id.   (111.  No.  8366,  Nov,  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  535. 
id.   (111.  No.  8366.  Dec.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1910A,  972. 
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Southern  Illinoig  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Be    (111.  Nos.  8367,  8372,  Dec.  18, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  972. 

id.  (lU.  No.  8373,  Dec  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  973. 

id.   (111.  No.  8054-A,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 

id.   (111.  No.  8797,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  993. 

id.   (111.  No.  8373,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 

id.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Commission  v.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
Southern  Mineral  Co.  v.  Railroads  (La.  No.  2862,  Order  No.  2273,  April 

30,  1019)  P.U.R.1919C,  1056. 
Southern  New  York  P.  &  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6601, 
Dec  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  538. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7182,  May  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1020. 
Southern  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6526,  Case  No.  1313,  July  30, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  98?. 

id.  Hobaugh  v.  (Or.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  960. 
id.  Salem  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 
id.  Salon  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
Southern  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6728,  Application  No.  3571, 

April  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4482,  Dec  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
id.  (Miss.  No.  6026,  March  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
id.  Griffin  v.  (Ga.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
Southern  Sierras  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6617,  Application 

No.  4787,  July  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  lOlL 
Southern  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8601,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1021. 
Southern  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4628,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D, 
1015. 
Id.  (Ind.  No.  4560,  June  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4632,  July  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1004. 
South  Milwaukee,  Re  (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  858. 
id,    (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  860. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  26. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  746. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  748. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  572. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  835. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1219,  Oct.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
Southold  Lighting  Co.,   Re    (X.   Y.  2d  Dist.   Case  No.   6711,  Feb.   13, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1054. 
South  Sharon  Water  Co.,  Farrell  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1049. 
South  Shore  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.    (S.  D.  F-531,  June  9,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re  (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6557, 

Oct.  15,  1918)   P.U.R.IOIDA,  954. 
South  Side  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  648,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R. 
191 OA,  970. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  648,  Nov.  8, 1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
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South  Side  Gas  A  E.  Co.,  Re   (Ari*.  Docket  No.  S48,  Nov.  8,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  523. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  588,  March  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
Soiithside  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4257,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 
1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4267,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  62. 
id.  V.  atizens  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  4258,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  1046. 
Southwest  Cotton  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  564,  Oct  26,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  967. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2S66,  July  2S, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 

id.   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2608,  July  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  961. 

id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1667,  Aug.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 

id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1591,  Sept.  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  646. 

id.  (Okla.  Order  No.  1500,  Cause  No.  3461,  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  532. 
Id,  (Mo.  Case  No.  1661,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  659. 
id.  (Mo.  No.  1651,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R1919B,  422. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1651,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R,1919B,  629. 
id.  (Mo.  Ofese  No.  1651,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  546. 
Jd.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3470,  Order  No.  1604,  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  26. 
Id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3470,  Order  No.  1664,  Oet  1«,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1019B,  530. 
id.   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2758,  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  993. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3627,  Jan.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
id.   (Mo.  No.  1924,  Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1059. 
id.   (Kan.  Docket  No.  2648,  April  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1001. 
id.   (Mo.  No.  1583,  June  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1002. 
id.  Howev.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
id.  Tecumseh  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919E,  293. 
Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co*s.  Exch.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1463,  Jan.  14, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 

Southwestern  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5866,  Application  No. 

4080,  Oct.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
Southwestern  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Houston    (U.  S.  Dist.  CL  19X9, 

266  Fed.  690)  P.U.R.1919E,  622. 
Southwest  Teleph.   O.,   Re    (Kan.  Docket  No.  2124,  May  22,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 
South  Wilmington   &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8535,  Nov.  19,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
Sparland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (HI.  No.  8883,  Feb.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 

1027. 
Spearfish  Mill.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  F-614,  Oct  16, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  443. 
Spencer  Light,  P.  H,  &  W.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4207,  Dec  4,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  973. 
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Spigarllf,  Re  (UtaJi,  Case  No.  186,  May  19,  191»)  P.U.R.1919D,  991. 
Spinka  Comers  Teleph.  Co.,  Ki^th  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.IL1919F,  1030. 
Spokane  v.  Spokane  &  I.  E.  R.  Co.   (Wash.  Ko.  4797,  AprO  9,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
id.  V.  Wadiington  Water  Power  Cb.    (Wash.  No.  4796,  April  9, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
Spokane  &  I.  E.  R.  Co.,  Byar  v.  (Wash.)  P.UJt.l919A,  998. 

id.  Spokane  v,  (Wash.)  P.U.R1919F,  994. 
Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Astoria  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  960. 

id.  Astoria  v.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1919A,  961. 
Sprague,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  3176,  Sept.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  981. 
Springfield,  Springfield  aty  Water  Co.  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  214. 

id.  Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
Springfield  City  Water  Co.  v.  Springfield  (Mo.  7  Mo.  P.  S.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1919E,  214. 
id.  V.  Springfield  (Mo.  7  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  — )  P.U.R.1919F,  143. 
Springfield  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Na  S150,  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.tJ.R. 
1919B,  o26. 
id.   (111.  No.  8150,  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.191^B,  546. 
id.   (in.  No.  8124,  Dee.  16,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1021. 
id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.    (HI.)    P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
Springileld  Gas  «  E.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No. '8343,  Sept  19,  1918)   ]^*tJ.R. 
1919A,  254. 
id.  (111.  No.  8343,  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  746. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1809,  April  16,  1919)  P.U.R,19190,  1064. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1809,  April  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  669. 
Springfield  Gaslight  Ca,  Re  (Mass.  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Springfield  Terminal  R.  Co.  v.  Illinois  Traction  System  (111.  No.  9061, 

April  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1910iD,  998. 
Springfield  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1842,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.XJ.R. 

1919A,  981. 
Spring  Green,  Re  (Wis.  U-1529,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
Springport  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T.-233,  Oct.  8,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Siyring  Valley  Utilities  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  t.  (111.)  P.U.R. 

1911>D,  1080. 
Spring  Valley  Water  (^.  v.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1918;  262 
Fed.  979)  P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
id.  V.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1918;  262  Fed.  979)   P.U.R. 
1919B,  634. 
Springville  Mapleton  Sugax  Co.,  Re    (Utah,  No.  36,  Aug.  12,  1919) 

P.U.R.1910E,  1008. 
Stage  Coach  Corpus.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2887,  June  27,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
Stanberry  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1671,  J\ily  1,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1030. 
Standard  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
id.  (N.  J.  Jan.  9, 1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  886. 
id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  284. 
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Standard  Oil  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  537,  F-826,  Sept.  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  983. 
Staadard  Shipyard  Co.  v.  Wiscasset  Water  Co.    (Me.  F.  C.  No.  210, 

Nov.  12, 1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Stanford  Electric  Light,  P.  &  H.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  9147,  June  17,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1000. 
id.   (111.  No.  9147,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1034. 
Stanley,  M.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Nelson  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  997. 
id.  Nelson  v.   (Wia.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  Penny  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Staplehuret  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3694,  Nov.  1,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Star  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4611,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1000. 
Stark   County   Teleph  Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   7875,  Oct.   28,   1918)    ^.U.R. 
1919A,  1019. 
id-   (lU.  No.  8777,  April  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
State,  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919D,  705. 
id.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919E,  283. 
id.  Atchison,  T.  &  8.  F.  R.  Co.  v.   (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.UJL1919E, 

291. 
id.  ex  reL  Dougherty  v.  Hurley  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct,  1919, 

—  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  821)  P.U.R.1919D,  564. 

id.  ex  rel.  Dougherty  v.  Hurley  TelejA.  Co.   (S.  D.  Sap.  Ct  1919. 

—  S.  D.  —,  171  N.  W.  821)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 

id.  ex  rel.  Dougherty  v.  Hurley  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.  1919, 

—  S.  D.  — ,  171  N.  W.  821)  P.U.R.1919E,  59. 

id.  ex  rel.  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &>  Light  Co.  (Wis. 

Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  230)    P.U.R.1919E,  282. 
id.  ex  rel.  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Wis. 

Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W.  230)   P.U.R.1919E,  295. 
id.  v.  Smith  Teleph.  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F-270,  Order  No.  586,  Sept. 

6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1029. 
Id.  ex  rel.  Freeling  v.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.  Order 

No.  1535,  Cause  No.  3641,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  100^ 
id.  ex  rel.  Shield  v.  Taylor   (—  Neb.  —,  170  N.  W.  174)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  864. 
id.  ex  rel.  Gualke  v.  Turner   (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  37  N.  D.  635,^ 

164  N.  W.  924)   P.U.R.1919B,  14L 
id.  ex  rel.  Blaine  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  — 

Wis.  — ,  172  N.  W,  225)  P.U.R.1919D,  727. 
State-Centre  Electric  Co.,  Empire  Lime  Kilns  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919A, 

976. 
State  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-517,  Order  No.  846,  Jan.  23,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
State  Highway  Dept.  v.  Buffalo,  R.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  2738,  July  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  988. 
id.  v.  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1954, 

Jane  10,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  998. 
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tiUte  Highway  Dept.  v.  Erie  &  P.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

2730,  May  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
id.  V.  Erie  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  Complaint  Docket  No.  2739,  May  26, 

191^)   P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2735,  May 

26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  lOOl. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2740,  May 

26,  1919)   P.U.K.1919D,  1001. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2736,  Sept. 

8,  1919)*  P.U.R.1919P,  986. 
id.  V.  Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2737, 

May  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
id.  V.  Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2707, 

June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
id.  V.  Wilkes-Barre,  D.  k  H.  L..S.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No«.  2717-2718,  May  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
State  Long  Distance  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1554,  July  31,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
Staten  Island  Midland  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1049,  Deo. 

5,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2308, 

March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1070. 
State  Pub.  Utilities  Commission  v.  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co. 

(111.  No.  6939,  June  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
State  Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   5768,   Application  No. 

3023.  Sept.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Staunton  v.  Staunton  Gas  Co.   (111.  No.  9077,  July  15,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1019F,  1024. 
SUunton  Gas  Co.j  Staunton  v.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1024. 
Stayton  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-232,  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  479, 

Dec.  10.  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  975. 
Steamboat  Canal  Co.,  Re  (Nev.  Investigation  A  Suspension  Docket  No. 

4,  Dec.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1012. 
Steam  R,  Corps.,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2388,  June  27,  1919) 

P.UJR.1919E.  1031. 
Steele  v.  Freeport  Ga«  Co.   (111.  No.  9207,  Sept.  9,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1023. 
Steele   County  TelejA.  C6.,  Re    (Minn.   July  11,   1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1028. 
Stefanac,  Re  (Mich.  X-322,  Feb.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  999. 
Steffen,  Auld  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
Steilacoom  v.  Pacific  Traction  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4841,  Sept.  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  995. 
Stein  V.  Excelsior  Water  k  Min.  Ck>.  (Cal.  Decisicm  No.  5102,  Case  No. 

1108,  Feb.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  57. 
Stephan,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4604,  Aug.  1,  1919)  P.UJL1919E,  1028. 
Sterling,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3955,  May  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

995. 
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Sterling,  D.  &  E,  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8028,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.B. 

1919A,  979. 
Stevens,  Re  (Mich.  X-322,  Jan.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
Stewart  v.  Chicago,  T.  H.  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4292,  March  14, 

1919)  P.U.Ra919D,  1048. 
id.  V.  Progress  Co.    (Utali,  Caae  Na  167,  May  12,  191*)   P.U.R. 

1919D,  1032. 
Stickney   Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (S.   D.  No.   8436,  April   12,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919G,  1059. 
Stiles,  Re  (Mich.  D-1306,  May  15,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1027. 
Stockton  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6016,  Application  No. 

3803,  Dec.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Stockton-Freeno  Motor  Freright  Co.,  Re  (Cal  Decision  No.  6186,  Appli- 
cation No.  4384,  March  12,  1919)  P.U.R.191W,  1021. 
Stone,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4654,  June  6^  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
Stone  Harbor  Eleotrie  Light  &  P.  Co,,  Re    (N.  J.  Mvcii  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1901. 
Stone  Lake  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1630,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1005, 
Stoughton  Light  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1339,  June  24,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1022. 
Stoughton  Waterworks,  Re  (Wis.  1^-1669,  June  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1031. 
fitreator  Aqueduct  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  9085,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1033. 
Street  &  E.  R.  Corps.,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2381,  June  20, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  103L 
id.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  1399,  Aug.  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1032, 
Street  Railway,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  1426,  Maroh  11,  1919) 

P.aR.1919D,  1034. 
Street  R.  Lines  in  District  of  Columbia,  Re  (D.  C.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2421, 

Order  No.  291,  Oct.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Stubbe,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5988,  Application  No.   8971,  Dec.   16, 

1918)  P.U.R,1919A,  1011. 
Stuiics  F.  Loomis  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.  Order  No.  3254,  S^  19,  1919) 

P.U.R.  1919F,  1030. 
Sturgeon   Bay  Utility  Commission,  Re    (Wis.  Dec.  24,  1017)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  127. 
id.   (Wis.  Dec.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1919B,  346. 
Suffem  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  GMl,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919C,  1054. 
Sullivan  County  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4163,  Dec  31,  1918)  P.U.R, 

1919B,  539. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4163,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  689. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4163,  Dec.  31,  1918)  P,U.R.191»A,  1618. 
Sullivan  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Na  8882,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R, 

1919B,  1026. 
id.    (111.  No.  8845,  April  22, 1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  996. 
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Sulu  The,  Re  (Philippine  Islaji'ds,  Case  Xo.  901,  Aug.  23,  1917)  P.U.r! 

1919E,  56. 
Summitville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4226,  April  1,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  1013. 
Sumpter  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  458,  P-787,  Nov. 

1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
id.  Btker  White  Pine  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
Sunbeam  Coal  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.'(Ind.  No.  4393,  July  11,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1063. 
Suncrest  Lumber  Co.  v.  Tennessee  &  N.  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  C.  Fci).  14,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
Sunrise  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-248,  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  627,  Aug.  6, 

1919)    P.UJ1.1919E,  1029. 
Superior  Water  Asso.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  656,  Nov.  22,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  946. 
id.  Bowe  t.  <Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
id.  Botre.v.   (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1048. 
Sutherland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3244,  Oct.  25,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A.  1006. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3992,  Sept.  1919)  P.IT.R.1910P,  1008. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3992,  Sept.  1919)    P.XJ.R.1919F,  1018. 
Sutter-Butte  Canal  Co.,  Re    (Gal.  Decision  No.  6034,  Application  No. 

4272,  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1020. 
Swabb  V.  Hummolstown  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

2439,  2446,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
Swan's  Island  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Me,  U-323.1,  Nov.  16,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1004. 
Swartz  ▼.   Jefferson  Electric  Co.    (Pa,   Complaint  Docket  Nos.   2399, 

2415,  April  15,  1919)   P.U.R.1910C,  1052. 
id.  V.   Jefferson   Electric   Co.    (Pa.    Complaint   Docket   Nos.   2399, 

2415,  April  15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  130. 
Swatara  Crossings,  Re    (Pa.  Complaint  Dockets  Nos.  2778  and  2774, 

Application  Dockets  Nos.  1834,  1835  and  1886  May  20,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1001. 
Swedesboro  v.  Woolwich  Water  Co.  (N.  J.  Dec.  17,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1048. 
Swedlund  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q,  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  8444,  April  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
Sweetser  Light  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4230,  Dec.  7,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  952. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4230,  Dec.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1039. 
Sweetser  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nc.  4206,  Dec.  12,  19M)  P.UJR. 

1919A,  1002. 
Sweetwater  Water  Co.,  Re   (€aL  Decision  Na  6286,  AppKcation  No. 

3249,  April  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6286,  Application  No.  3249,  April  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  131. 
Swingle,  Re  (Mich.  D-1284,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  1029. 
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Syndicate  Invest.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case'No.  202,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1056. 
Syracuse  &  Suburban  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6312,  Aug.  8, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1030. 

Syracuse  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4726,  Oct.  7,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1001. 
Syracuse  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El.  64,  Dec.  14,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  975. 
Syracuse  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Xo.  6731,  Feb.  4,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1070. 
Syracuse,  L.  S.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Xo.  2533,  June 

17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1060. 
Syracuse  Northern  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7137,  Dec. 

28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7138,  Dec  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7170,  AprU  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1010. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6157,  Aug.  12,  1919)   P.U.R1919F, 

994. 
Tagner  v.  Hines  (Minn.  A-2434,  Sept.  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
Tahlequah  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Vance  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R,1919F.  1024. 
Talma  Teleph.  Ca,  Re   (Ind.  Xo.  4667,  Aug.  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1000. 
Taunton,  Re  (Mass.  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
Taxi  Transp.  Co.  v.  Kuricz  (Pa.^  Complaint  Docket  Xo.  2666,  Meij  li, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1003. 

Taylor,  State  ex  rel.  Shield  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1919B,  864. 

Tecumseh  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-223,  Jan.  29,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1004. 
id.  V.  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.  Order  Xo.  1570,  Cause 

Xo.  3472,  June  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  293. 
Tegner  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (Minn.  A-2434,  Aug. 

22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1028. 
Telephone  Cos.  Operating  in  Arizona,  Re  (Ariz.  (Seneral  Order  No.  69, 

May  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1015. 
Telephone  Service  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  F-263,  Order  No.  561,  April 

15,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1042. 
TeU  City  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4389,  March  5,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1028. 
Telluride  Power  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Authority  E-4,  April  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1062. 
Tennessee  &  N.  C.  R.  Co.,  Suncrest  Lumber  Co.  ▼•  (N.  C.)  P.U.R.1919D, 

1046. 
Tenney  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1666,  Sept.  12,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F, 

1004. 
Terre  Haute,  L  A  E.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  T-436,  Oct.  14,  1918)  P.UJL 

1919A,  979. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4280,  Jan.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  980. 
id.  Jones  v.    (Ind)    P.U.R.1919A,  962. 
id.  Marion  County  t.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  982. 
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Texas,  Gulf,  C.  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1919D,  704. 
Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  Nos.  2235-2817,  Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919Bi  1042. 

id.  (La.  Order  Nos.  2263,  2849,  March  26,  1919J  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 

id.   (  La.  Order  Nos.  2300,  2924,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 

id.  Cayle  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 

id.  Grand  Cane  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 

id.  Morrow  V.  {Ul,)  P.U.R.1919E,  1053. 

id.  Palmetto  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 

id.  Ville  Platte  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
Texas  Mexican  R.  Co.,  Re    (Tex.  Application  No.  92,  Jan.   2,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919B,  1010. 

id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5263,  Jan.  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1011. 

id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  93,  Jan.  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1019. 
Thatcher  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  domplaint  Docket  No. 

2587,  May  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Thatcher  Water  Co.,  Boyle  v.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1047. 
Thayer  Junction  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8536,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

n:)2. 

Thedford  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3712,  Nov.  5,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Thibodaux  v.  ^Morgan's  Louisiana  &  T.  R.  Co.    (Ta.  Order  Nos.  2280, 

2887,  May  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
Third  Ave.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No,  2414,  Aug.  29,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
Thompson  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  4300,  Dec  31,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Id.  V.  Berlin  Water  Co*   (Pa.  Ocwnplaint  Docket  Nos.  1577,  1616, 

Nov.  19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  622. 
Thompson  Transfer  &  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8683,  Nov.  19,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  8683,  April  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1065. 
Three  Lakes  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1406,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1060. 
Tilden  Lighting  Plant,  Re  (111.  No.  8496,  Nov.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1019A, 

972. 
Tillamook  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  4S1, 

U-F-200,  Dec  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
Tintem  Manw  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Feb.  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1030. 
Tipton,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4176,  Nov.  2,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1025. 
Tishomingo  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Cox  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1083. 
Tiskilwa  Gas  &  E.  Works,  Re   (111.  No.  7688,  March  6,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1007. 
Titus,  Re  (lU.  No.  8811,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 

Id.   (lU.  No.  8832,  May  7,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919D,  1037. 
Toledo,  B.  G.  &  S.  Traction  CJo.  v.  Public  Utilities  Conunission  (Ohio 

Sup.  Ct.  1918,  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  1^0  N.  E.  836)   P.UJt.l910B, 

223. 
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Toledo,  P.  &  W.  K.  Co.,  Ro  (111.  No.  9074,  May  7,  1919)  P.UJLWlia), 

looa 

Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Reed  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
Toms  Riv^r  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  773. 
Tonawanda  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-51,  Sept.  17,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  975. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  El-60,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
Tonopah  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Nye  County  Taxpayers'  Aaso.  v.  (Nev.)   P.U.R. 

1919D,  1045. 
Tooker  Storage  k  Forwarding  Co.,  Re   (lU.  No,  a648,  Nov.  18,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1000. 
Topeka  R.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2914,  June  SM,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 
689. 
Id.  (Kan.  Docket  Na  2914,  June  24,  W9)   P.U.R.1919F,  186. 
id.  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2914,  June  24,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  177. 
Topp,  Re   (Wis.  Oct.  5,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  949. 
Tower  Gasoline  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Clause  No.  3700,  May  12,  1919)  P.UJt 

1919D,  1036, 
Tremonton,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  209,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.UJR.1919F,  1007. 
Trenton,  Re  (N.  J.  July  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1013. 

id.  V.  Trenton  &  M.  C.  Traction  Corp.  (N.  J.  Nov.  27,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919B,.  1036. 
Trenton  &  M.  County  Traction  Corp.,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  24, 1918)  P.  U.  R. 
1919B,  634. 
id.   (N.  J.  Feb.  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1019. 
id.  Trenton  v.   (N.  J.)   P.UJ1.1919B,  1036. 
Tri-City  Elevator  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8005,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A. 

1020. 
Tri-County   Farmers  Teleph.   CJo.,   Re    (S.   D.   F-571,   Dec.   24,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919E,  149. 
id.  (S.  D.  F-571,  Dec.  24,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  292. 
id.  Hanson  v.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R,1919D,  1048. 
Tri-County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3354,  Feb.  28,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1016. 
Tri-County  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  (3-38,  Sept  26,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  (5-39,  Nov.  18.  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  991. 
Tri  County  Tekph.  0>.,  Re  (RL  No.  S552,  F^  4,  1919)  P.U.RJL019B, 
1012. 
id.  V.  Gandy  S^-itchboard  (Do.   (Neb.  Formal  Omplaint  No.  371, 
Oct.  5,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
Tripp  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (lad.  No.  4544,  May  19,  1919)  P.UJL1919D, 

1018. 
Tri-State  Mines,  Safety  &  S.  Asso.  v.  Miami  Mineral  Belt  R.  Ck>.  (Okla, 

Cause  Nos.  3476,  3474,  Dec.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  WT. 
Trovillion  v.  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.  (IH.  No.  $821,  April  9, 

lfl»)   P.U.R.1919D,  1081. 
IVoviBger  v.  SfaamokiB  ft  Mt.  O.  TVansit  Co.  (Pa.  Oomptadnt  Docket 
No.  1891,  Oct.  1918)   P.U.R.1919D,  668. 
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Troy  ▼.  Troy  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  183§,  Feb.  8^  1919)   P.UJR. 

1919B,  1045. 
IVoy  Electric  Light  &  Ictf  Plant,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4693,  Sept.  la,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Troy  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  F-24a,  Order  No.  584,  Jan.  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  IKK)!, 
id.   (III.  No.  895a-B,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.I1.1919E,  10St7. 
id.  Troy  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1045. 
Tuckerton  v.  Tuckerton  Water  Cot  (N.  J.  Dec  17,  1918)  P.UJtl919B, 

1048. 
Tuckerton  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Tuckerton  Water  Co.,  Tuckerton  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U-R.1919B,  1048. 
Tucson,  C.  &  G.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Special  Order  No.  76,  June  7, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  100. 

Tucson  Rapid  Transit  Co.,  Rd   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  535,  Oct  23,  ]j018) 

P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
Tu]8&  V.  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Okla.  Order  No.  1645,  Cause  No. 

3251,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Tulsana  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3534,  Dec.  20,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1040. 
Turner,  State  ex  rel.  Gualke  v.  (N.  D.  SujS.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919B,  141. 
Twamley  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  F-528,  March  15,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1043. 
Twelve  Mile  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4606,  July  11,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1040. 
Twin  City  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1388,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1010. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1388,  Dec.  2,  1918)  P.U.R.1919D,  672. 
Twin  Village  Water  Ck).,  Re  (Ma  U-370,  Sept.  23,  1919)  P.U-R.1919F, 

979. 
id.   (Me,  U-371,  Sept.  23, 1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1016. 
Tylee,  Re  (X.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  7141,  Jan.  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1009. 
Tyleraburg  Home  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2501-1919, 

June  16,  1019)  P.U.R.1919E,  1049. 
Type  of  Electric  Current  Energy  Meter,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No. 

1451,  Oct.  1,   19a8)    P.U.R.1919B,   1033. 
Uintah  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  102,  June  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1025. 
Uintah  Transport  &  Produce  Co.,  Re    (Utah,  Case  No.  121,  Jan.  20, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  946. 

id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  123,  Jan.  28,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  989. 
id.   (Utah,  Case  No.  98,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  977. 
Umatilla  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Fla.  Order  No.  609,  May  28,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  1001. 
Unadilla  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  8944,  Aug.  23, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919P,  1003. 
UnHorm  Method  of  Placing  Niirabers  oa  HeadHghte,  Re  (Mont.  Docket 
No.  711,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1005. 
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Uniform  System  of  Teleph.  Accounting,  Re   (Neb.  General  Order  No. 

45,  Feb.  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  989. 
Union  Auto  Stage  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  586,  Feb.  26,  1919)  P.UJR. 
1919B,  992. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  616,  May  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1020. 
Union  City,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4429,  May  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1018. 
Union  Coal  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  9188,  June  17,  1W9)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1000. 
Uniondale  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4534,  June  14,  1919)  P.UJR. 

1919D,  1015. 
Union  Electric  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1860,  1861,  Sept.  20^  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  991. 
Union  Electric  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  Nob.  1895,  1396,  Oct.  19, 
1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  974. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1895,  1396,  Oct.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1395,  1396,  Oct.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  421. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1671,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  829. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  1852,  1853,  1855-1859,  Jan,  22,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  974. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1919E,  283.     . 
id.  Reid  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1919B,  1033. 
Union  Gas  &  K  Co.,  Paul  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1919A,  775. 
Union  Grove  v.  McAdoo  (HI.  No.  8741,  March  3,  1919)   P.U.R.lOlOli, 

995. 
Union  Heat  &  Light  Co.,  Gibson  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1047. 
Union  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4624,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.E. 

1919E,  1022. 
Union  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3500,  Aug.  30,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
id.  (Neb.    Application    No.    3500,    Aug.    30,    1918)    P.U.R.1919A. 
1029. 
Union  P.  Train  Service,  Re  (Neb.  Informal  Complaint  No.  5296,  June 

12,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
Union  R.  Co.,  Re  (R.  L  No.  483,  June  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  494.  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
id.  Bruckner  v.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)   P.UJL1919A,  969. 
Union  Sav.  Bank  &  T.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1662,  Aug.  28,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1022. 
Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-200,  Oct.  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  963. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  A.  &  T.  131,  May  26,  1910)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1029. 
id.  V.  Western  County  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1586, 

Aug.  23,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
id.  V.  Western  County  Farmers  Mut  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1685, 

Aug.  23,   1919)    P.U.R.1919F,   1030. 
id.  Western  Crawford  County  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
Union  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4271,  Dec  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B, 
538. 
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Union  Traction  Co.,  Blumenthal  k  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919I>,  1081. 
id.  Fuller  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R:i919F,  992. 
id.  Rigor  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
Union  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (D.  C.  Order  No.  301,  Formal  Case  No.  69, 

P.  U.  C.  No.  2427,  Dec.  14,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
Union  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3909,  June  24, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1028. 
United  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1451, 

April  17,  1919)    P.U.R,1919D,  1032. 
United  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4859,  Oct  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

1015. 
United  Hudson  Electric  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  6870-6872, 
C945,  Aug.  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  977. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.   6870-6872,  6945,  Aug.  8,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F.  980. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Cases  Nos.  6870-6872,  6945,  Aug.  8,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1020. 
United  Lumber  Co.  v.  Ursina  &  N.  F.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

Nos.  405,  2382,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
United  Pub.   Service   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4550,  June  14,  1919)    P.U.R 
1919D,  1026. 
id.    (iDd.  No.  4712.  Aug.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  99L 
United  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mo.  Case  No.  1764,  Dec.  10,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

10.35. 
United  Stage  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  6081,  Application  No.  4271, 

Jan.  27,   1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  989. 
United  States  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8906,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919B,  991. 
id.  (DL  No.  8907,  Feb.  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1026. 
id.  (HI.  No.  9215.  June  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
United  States  Housing  Corp.  v.  Niagara  Electric  Service  Corp.   (N.  Y. 

2  Dist.  Case  No.  6815,  April  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
United  States  R.  Administration,  Re    (111.  No.   8578,  Oct  15,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7117,  Oct.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  996. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6603,  Nov.  7,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1043. 
id.   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  2127-1918,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919B,  1043. 
id.   (111.  No.  8637,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  957. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6637,  Nov.  26,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

960. 
id.   (111.  No.  8713,  Dec.  16,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  958. 
Id..  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6641,  Dec.   19,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1040. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6670,  Dec.  19,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

960. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6639,  Jan.  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 
1045. 
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United  States  R*  Administration,  Be   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6636, 

Jan.  21,  1919)  P.U.R,1919I>,  1041. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  $719,  Feb.  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1034. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6695,  Feb.  13,  1919^   F.U.R.1919E, 

291. 
id.   (111.  E-972,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  8847,  March  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No,  6794,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  8049,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  998. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3851,  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
id.   (111.  No.  6281,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6790,  May  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1061. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6823,  May  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6822,  May  27,  1919)   P.n.R.1919E,. 

1061. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6821,  June  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1062. 
id.  (N.  Y.  M  Dist.  Case  No.   6824,  June   3,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E, 

1062. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7200,  July  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  999. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6880,  July  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919P^ 

1028. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4626,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.IU919E,  1049. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7126,  Nov.  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  907. 
id.  Attala  County  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  Camden  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  Chatham  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1045. 
id.  East  Chatham  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R1919D.  1042; 
id.  FitH;ibbott8  y.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1026. 
id.  Frost  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1010. 
id.  Mississippi  R.  (Donmiission  y.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1063. 
United  State*  ^ruce  Production  Corp.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Ordet  No.  606, 

F*801,  May  16,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D,  999. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  607,  F-800,  May  15,  1919)  P.U.R,1919D,, 

999. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  503,  F-799,  May  14,  1919)    P.U.R- 

1919D,  1005. 
United  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1436,  Noy.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A^ 

1010. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1436,  Jan.  24,  1919)   P.U.R,1919A,  1010. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  1141,  July  11,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1008. 
id.  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2686,  July  30,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 
United  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  6098,  6444  &  6462, 

Aug.  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  6098,  6444,  6462,  Aug.  13,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B.  526. 
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United  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  60^,  6444,  6462, 
Aug.  13,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  526. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos.  6098,  6444,  6462,  Aug.  13,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  527. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6444,  Aug.  13,  1918)   P.UJ1.1^19A, 

981. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7099,  Aug.  27.  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  981. 
United  Verde  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Xo.  570,  March  31,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  570,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  622. 
United  Verde  Extension  Min.  Co.  v.  Verde  Tunnel  &  S.  R.  Co.   (Ariz. 

Docket  No.  497,  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Unity  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U^344,  April  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1044. 

id.   (Me.  U-346,  April  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1067. 
Univeraal  Terminal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9151,  June  17,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1000. 
U.  P.  Motor  Transit  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1332,  Aug.  29,  1919)  P.UJL1919F, 

1017. 
Upper  Hudson  Electric  A  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-60,  Aug.  21, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  988. 
Urblina  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1410,  Sept.  27,  1918)  P.tr.IL1919A, 
956. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  1539,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1031. 
Ursina  &  N.   F.  R.   Co.,  United  Lumber   Co.   v.    (Pa.)    P.U.RJL919A, 

1014. 
Utah-Apex  Min.  Co.  v.  Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.    (Utah,  Special  Docket 

No.  15,  Oct.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
Utah   Copper   Co.,   Re    (Utah,   Case  No.   180,  May  14,   191»)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1002. 
Utah  Gas  &  Coke  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  87,  Oct,  liO,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  989. 
id.   (Utah,  April  1,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
id.  Boskovich  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
id.  Bradley  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
id.  Drake  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.191&F,  1008. 
id.  Goshen  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
id.  McKenna  v.  (Utah)  P.UJtl919A,  1015. 
Utah  Idaho  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  43,  July  16,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1919D,  836. 
id.  Amalgamated  Sugar  Co.  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1919A,  234. 
Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  v.  Western  P.  R.  Co.  (Utah,  Special  Docket  No. 

11,  Feb.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1018. 
Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Case  No.  lOS,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.UJEt. 
1919A,  949. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case   F-260,  Order  No.    568,  March  6,   1M9)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  990. 
id.  (Idaho,   Case    F-274,   Order   No.    570,  June   13,    1914>)    P.U.R. 
1919E,  990. 
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Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-286,  Order  No.  578,  July 
21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  999. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-288,  Oder  No.  580,  Aug.  9,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

999. 
id.  (Idaho,   Order  No.   585,   Case  F-225,   Aug.    23,    1919)    P.UJl. 

1919F,  1021. 
id.  (Idaho,   Case    F-297,   Order    No.    590,    Sept.    9,    1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  974. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-306,  Order  No.  595,  Oct.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

975. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  F-307,  Order  No.  597,  Oct.  2,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

975. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  F-308,  Order  No.  594,  Oct.  2,  1919)  P.UJU919F, 

975. 
id.  Salt  Lake  Real  Estate  Md.  v.   (Utah)   P.U.R.1919E,  1082. 
Utah  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  No.  79,  Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.K.1919B,  100. 
Utica  Elevator  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.   8508,  Jan.   6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1024. 
Utica  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  El-61,  May  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1818. 
Utility  Tariffs,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C,  Order  No.  4,50,  U-F-237,  Sept/  30,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919D,  568. 
Vacayille  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6288,  Application 
No.  3961,  April  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1030. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5869,  Applicaticm  No.  3960,  Got.  28,  1919) 
P.U.Ra919E,  286. 
Vallejo  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5752,  Application  No.  3819, 

Sept.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  531. 
Valley  &  S.  R,  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  471,  F-r67,  Nov.  25, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
Valley  Motor  Transport  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6432,  Application 
No.  4450,  June  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  973. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6432,  Application  No.  4450,  June  25,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1009. 
Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6297,  Application  No. 

4532,  May  2,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1032. 
Valley  R.  Co.,  Eberly's  Mills  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1036. 
Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1495,  July  31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

1035. 
Valparaiso  Teleph.  Co.r  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3654,  Nov.  9,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
Van  Buren  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-248,  Sept.  9,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  1002. 
Van   Camp  Products  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.   4848,  Oct  7,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  989. 
Vance  v.  Tahlequah  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Okla.  Order  No.  1585,  Cause  No. 

3750,  Sept.  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1019F,  1024. 
Vancouver  Commercial  Club  v.  North  Coast  Power  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4805. 
April  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
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Vandalia  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1826,  Jan.  27,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919A,  074. 
Van  Deusen  v.  Black  River  Teleph.  Co.  (Ohio,  No.  1467,  May  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1003. 
Van  Gorder  v.  Genesee  Valley  Power  0>.    (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.  Case  No. 

6644,  Jan.  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1032. 
Van  Hoesen,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6939,  Aug.  26,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F,  973. 
Van  Hoosear,  Silva  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1047. 
Van  Loon,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6837,  May  13,  1919)  P.U.R. 

191 9E,  1002. 
Van  Nuys,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5093,  Application  No.  3803,  Feb.  2, 
1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  5844,  Application  No.  8303,  Oct.  11,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919B,  426. 
Various  Carriers  Operating  In  Louisiana,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2279;  May 

27,  1919)  P.U,R.1919D  1040. 
Various  Railroad  Corpft.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7203,  July,  1919) 

P.UJt.l919F,  999. 
Vashon  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R. 
1919C,  1052. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  ▼.   (Wash.)   P.UJ1.1919E,  1047. 
Vassar,  Re  (Mich.  T-196,  July  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1055. 
Veedersburg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4213,  May  29,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1015. 
Veile,  Re  (Utah  Case  No.  143,  April  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1041. 
Veneta  Timber 'Products  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  467,  L-16, 

Oct.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  967. 
Verde  Tunnel  &  S.  R.  O).,  United  Verde  Extension  Min.  Co.  v.  (Ariz.) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Vernon  Ilydro-EIeetric  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4582,  Oct  1,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919F,  991. 
Vicksburg,  S.  &  P.  R,  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2907,  Order  No.  2291,  July  22, 

1919)   P.U.R.IOIOE.  1053. 
Victor  Bd  of  Trade  v.  American  R.  Exp.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6862,  Sept  30,  1919)   P/U.R.1919F,  1023. 
Vigo  Mut.  Teleph.  Ck).,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4548,  July  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E, 

1027. 
Villa  Park,  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (HI.)  P.U.R  1919D,  999. 
Ville  Platte  v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  Nos.  2265,  2853,  March  26, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1044. 
Vinalhaven  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-336,  Feb.  25,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919B,  1028. 
id.   (Me.  U-887,  March  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
id.  (Me.  U-341,  March  27,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1044. 
id.   (Me.  U-347.1,  April  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1051. 
id.   (Me.  U-351,  June  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
id.   (Me.  U-363,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1041. 
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Vincennes  Water  Supply  Ck).,  He  (Ind.  No.  4303,  Mardi  29,  ioi9)  P.U.R. 
1919C.  876. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4308,  March  29,  1919)    P.UJE1.1919C,  880. 
Vincent  Hardware  &  Lumber  Co.  v.  Marietta  &  V.  R.  Co.   (Ohio,  No. 

1674,  May  26,  1919)   P.U.R1919D,  1013. 
Vineyard  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
Vinita  Gas  Co.,  Naaworthy  v.  (Okla.)  P.UJl.l91ffB,  1038. 
Virden  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8129,  Oct.  28,  1918)    P.U.R. 
1919A,  661. 
Id.  (lU.  No.  8129,  Oct.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1001. 
Virginia  v.  Virginia  City  Water  Co.    (Mont  Docket  No.  649,  March 
12,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919B,  3017. 
id.  V.  Virginia  City  Water  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  649,  March  12, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919tE,  61. 
Virginia  &  T.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Nev.  Application  No.  14,  July  10,  1919) 

P.U.R.191ftF,  976. 
Virginia  City  Water  Co.,  Virginia  v.  (Mont)  P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 

id.  Virginia  V.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1919E,  61. 
Visalia  City  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  $422,  Application  No. 

4671,  June  2a,  1919)  P.U.iU919F,  1009. 
Vista  Water  Co.,  Kurtz  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919D,  1^. 
Voris  V.  Waterloo,  C.  F.  &  N.  R.  Co.  (Iowa  File  A-317^S,  July  7, 1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1050. 
W.  &  C.  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  551,  Sub.  2,  Nov.  26,  1918) 

•      P.U.R.I919A,  1011. 
Wabash,  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8865,  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U-R.1919B. 

1009. 
Wj^bflPh  Gas  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  7177,  Dec.  17,  1917)  *P.U.R.1919F,  132. 
Wa..  sh  R.  CJo.,  Re  (111.  No.  8665,  Nov.  6,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A  968. 
id.   (111.  No.  8876.  Feb.  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  995. 
id.  Hoffman  Bros  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
Wabash  Valley  TeUph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  8787,  Feb.  4,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  1019. 
Wabaah  Water  &  Lig^t  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  8826,  Nov.  4,  1918)  PUJL 
1919A,  973. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3826,  Nov.  4»  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3826,  Nov.  4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  748. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3826,  Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  751. 
Wadsworth,  Re   (Or.   P.  S.   C.  Order  No.   536,  F-822,   Sept.  6,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  G83. 
Wager^s  Auto  Bus  Line,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Oftse  No.  6488,  Aug.  20, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1031. 
Waggoner  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Dl.  No.  9265,  July  i25,  1919)  P.U.R.19i9l;. 

1002. 
Wakem  &  McLaughlin,  Re  (III.  No.  8655,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R:1919A, 

1000. 
Waldron  Teleph.  Exch.,  Miller  v.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1^5. 
Walker,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  2567,  July  23,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1003. 
Walkerton   Teleph.    Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4685,  Sept.   17,   1919)    P.U.R 
1919F,  1001. 

— — ^ — — —  ' 
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Wallowa  V.  Enterprise  Electric  Co.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  610,  U.  F. 

214,  May  26,  1919)  P.UJL1919E,  60. 
id.  V.  Enterprise  Electric  Co.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  510,  U. 

F.  214,  May  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  61. 
Walnut  Grove  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mo.  Case  No.   1727,  Nov.  27,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1006. 
Walnut  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  .(Kan.  Docket  No.  2322,  Feb.  8,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919D,  1015. 
Walters  v.  Alder  Creek  R.  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F-236,  Order  No.  640,  Dec. 

28,  1918)  P.U,R.1919B,  1040. 
id.  V.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F-195,  Order  No.  542.  Jan. 

3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
Wanatah  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No„  4610,  Aug.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

979. 
Ward,  Re  (Me.  U-326,  Feb.  16,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1001. 
Wardlow  v.  Plumas  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6868,  Case  No. 

1196,  Oct.  21,  1918)   P.U.R.1919E,  216. 
Warlield  v.  Cumberland  &  W.  Electric  R.  Co.    (Md.  Case  No.   1603, 

Order  No.  4977,  June  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  621. 
id.  V.  Cumberland  ii  W.  Electric  R.  Co.  (Md.  Case  No.  1603,  Order 

No.  4977,  June  5,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  178. 
Wamert<m  v.  New  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2282,  No.  2859, 

June  24,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
Warren  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.  A-2610,  June  17,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1064. 
Warren  ft  Co.  v.  Sandy  River  &  R.  L.  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  232.1,  April 

16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1061. 
Warren  &  J.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Oct.  31,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  982. 
id.  Anderson  v.    (N.  J.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
id.  Jamestown  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Warren  Constr.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  504,  F-815,  May  16, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  999. 
Warr«i    County   Farmers   Teleph.    Co.,   Bates   v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1919D, 

1047. 
Warren  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9007,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1042.  ♦ 

id.   (111.  No.  9007,  April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1043. 
id.   (111.  No.  6956,  May  20,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1007. 
Warrensburg  &  P.  S.  Waterworks  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1640,  Oct.  1, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  432. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1640,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  433. 
Warren  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  3558,  April  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C, 

1060. 
Warwick  Valley  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6457,  Dea 

31,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  955. 
Wascott  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  A  0.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2402,  May  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1046. 
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Washburn,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4800,  Sept.  6,  1919)  P.U.R,1919F,  1014. 

id.  V.  McKean  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1644, 
Jan.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  513. 
Washburn  Lignite  Coal  Co.,  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  v. 

(N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1919A,  234. 
Washburn  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  188,  189,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.UJt. 
1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  188,  189,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  869. 
id.  (Me.  F.  C.  188,  189,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  878. 
id.  (Me.  F.  C.  188,  189,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  569. 
Washington,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4365,  Feb.  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  967. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  4461,  AprU  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1066. 
id.  Washington  Water,,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1919A,  572. 
id.  Washington  Water,  Light  &  P.  (Do.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
id.  Washington  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJL1919B,  749. 
id.  Washington   Water,  Light   &  P.   Co.  v.    (Ind.)    P.UJL1919B, 
751. 
Washington  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  July  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  119. 
Washington  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Aprfl  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
Washington  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  296,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2424, 
Nov.  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.  (D.  C.  Formal  Oase  No.  71,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  479. 
id.  (D.  C.  Formal  Case  No.  71,  Jan.  20,  1919)  P.UJU919A,  1014. 
Wftflhington  R.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  F.  C.  66,  P.  U.  a  No.  2416, 
Order  No.  289,  Oct.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  297,  Formal  Case  No.  68,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2429, 

Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1017. 
id.  4D.  C.  Order  No.  297,  Formal  .Case  No.  68,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2429. 

Nov.  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1049. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  208,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2430,  Nov.  27,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  1018. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  299,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2429.5.  Nov.  30,  1^18)  P.UJL 

1919A,  1018. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  308,  Formal  Case  No.  72,  Feb.  7,  1919)  P.UJL 

1919B,  1000. 
id.   (D.  C.  Formal  Case  No.  48)   P.U.R.1919F,  938. 
Washington-Virginia  R.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  304,  Formal  Case  No. 

21,  Jan.  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  979. 
Washington  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Washington  (Ind.  No.  3842,  Nov. 
4,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  572. 
id.  V.  Washington  (Ind.  No.  3842,  Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  986. 
id.  v.  Washington  (Ind.  No.  3842,  Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1011. 
id.  V.  Washington  (Ind.  No.  3842,  Nov.  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  749. 
id.  V.  Washington  (Ind.  No.  3842,  Nov.  4,  191B)  P.U.R.1919B,  76L 
Washington  Water  Power  Co.,  Public  Service  Commission  v.   (Wash.) 
P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919B,  23. 
id.  Spokane  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
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Washita  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Order  No*  1558,  Ckuse  No.  3685, 

April  26,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C,  1062. 
Waterbury  v.  Central  Vermont  R.  Co.   (Vt.  No.  578,  Nov.  23,  1918) 

P.UJ1.1919A,  969. 
Water  Comrs.  v.  Highland  Park  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct  1916,  192  Mich.  607, 

159  N.  W.  160)  P.U.R.1919A,  189. 
Water,  Light  &  Transit  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  2071;  Oct.  3,  1919)-P.U.R. 

1919F,  976. 
Waterloo,  C.  F.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Voris  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1910E,  1050. 
Waterloo  AibUc  Heating  Dept.,  Roach  v.  (Wis,)  P.U.R.1919B,  337. 

id.  Roach  v.  (Wis.)  P.UJL1919B,  339. 
Waterloo  Water  &  Light  Commission,  Re  (Wis.  U-1469,  May  23,  1919> 

P.U.R.1919D,  1009. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1469,  May  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1019. 
Waterloo  Woolen  Mfg.  O).,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6675,. Jan.  7, 

1939)  P.U.R.1919B,  994. 
Watertown,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6556,  Oct.  31,  1918)   P.U.R. 

1919A,  965. 
Waterville  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Oftse  No.  6594,  Oct.  24, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1033. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6697,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  992. 
Waterville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6716,  Feb.  18,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1070. 
Waterworks  System,  Re   (HL  No.  8905,  April  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1018. 
Watkins  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  May  19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1016. 
Watson,  Re  (Ohio  No.  1464,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1042. 
Watts  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  C6.    (Ind.  No.  4252,  Jan.  13,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919B,  480. 
Waukegan  &  M.  V.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  8766,  March  19,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919C,  1063. 
Waukesha  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1376,  Dec.  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

989. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1336,  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1336,  Feb.  27,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Waukesha  Lime  &  Stone  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R- 

2323,  May  17,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1014. 
Wauneta  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3808,  April  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.19190,  1069. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3802,  April  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1069. 
Wausau,  Re  (Wis.  R-2289,  July  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  55. 
Wausau  Quartz  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R,  Co.  (Wis.  June  20,  1919) 

P.UJ1.1919E,  1031. 
Wautoma-Mt.  Morris  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1368,  Sept.  10,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
Waynetown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3940,  Oct.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A, 

1002. 
Weatherby  v.  Decatur  R.  &  Light  Co.  (111.  No.  7607,  Feb.  5, 1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1014. 
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Webb  City  v.  Missouri  Public  Utilities  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1576,  May 
16,  1919)  P.U.T1.1919D,  1049. 
id.  V.  Missouri  Pub.  Utilities  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1576,  May  16, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  57. 
id.  V.  Missouri  Pub.   Utilities  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1576,  May  16, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  286. 
Webber  v.  Clover  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1055. 
Weber  v.  Minden  City  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  T-241,  Aug.  12,  1919)  P.U.R, 

1919F,  1029.  I 

Webster  v.  Chicago,  St.*  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Aug.  11,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919E,  1052'. 
Welcome-Triumph  Teleph.  Co.,  He  (Minn.  July  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E. 

1028. 
Wells  V.  South  Coast  Improv.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4700,  Case  No. 

1126,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1919E.  56. 
Wenatchee  Valley  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Chelan  &  D.  Counties  v.  (Wash.)  PUJL 

1919F,  992. 
Wenona  Light  &  Power  Co.,  Public  Service  Co.  v.  (III.)   P.U.RJ.919B, 

351. 
Wentz  &  McCaskey,  Be  (Okla.  CauM  No.  3707,  Order  No.  1563,  May 
'   ^        12,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919D,  1036. 
Wessel  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1664,  July  5,  1918)  P.UJ1.1919A, 

953. 
West  Allis  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2467,  June  24,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1012. 
Westboro  Teleph.  Co.,  Rice  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919F.  1030. 
Westchester  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N,  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6917,  July  1, 
1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
id.  (N.  Y.  ad  Dist.  No.  7202,  July  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  993. 
id.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2395,  Aug.  19,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B, 
1018. 
Westchester  Light  Co.,  Martin  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
W^estchester  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  EI.-56,  March  13,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id..  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  1578,  :March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 

1048. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2177,  April  17,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C, 
1052. 
Westchester  Motor  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6651, 
Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  945. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6724,  April  1,  1919)  P.U.R.1910D,  991 
Westcott  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7102,  Aug.  15,  1918)  P.U.R 
1919A,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2339,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919A,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7151,  Feb.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7195,  June  14,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
id.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  Nd.  2396,  Aug.  1, 1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1017, 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7212,  Aug.  14,  1919)  P.U.R1919F,  995. 
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Westerly  Li^t  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  461,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.il.l919A, 
,     976. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  477,  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  489,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R,1919^,  1018. 
id.  (R.  L  No.  488,  June  26,  1919)  P.U.R,1»19E,  1019. 
Western  Casket  Hardware  Co.  v.  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.    (HI.  No. 

9361,  Aug.  6,  1919)  P.U.R.191W,  1022. 
Western  Colorado  Power  Co.,  Re   (Colo»  Decision  No.  193,  Application 

No.  24,  Ang.  6,  1918)   PsU.R.1919A,  946. 
Western  County  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Union  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
id.  Union  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919F,  1030. 
Western  Crawford  County  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Ca  v.  Union  Teleph. 

Co.  (Wis.)  U-1258,  Oct.  9,  1918 >  P.U.R.1919A,  1009. 
Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Asso.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  5887, 
Application  No.  4038,  Nov.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  950. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5887,  Application  No.  4038,  Nov.  1,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  1016. 
Western  Exp.  Co.,  Mellen  Creamery  Co.  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1062. 
Western  Illinois  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Nos.  8445,  8446,  Nov.  18,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919A,  947. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  8445,  8446,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  951. 
id.   (lU.  Nos.  8445>  8446,  Nov.  18,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1J>20. 
Western  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Great  Western  Alfalfa  Mill.  Co.  v.    (Cola) 

P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
Western  Maine  Power  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-181,  Sept.  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

1016. 
Western   Michigan   Motor   Transit   Co.,   Re    (Mich.  ]>-1323,   Sept.   18, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1018. 
Western  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3549,  Order  No.  1565; 

May  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1012. 
Western  New  York  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na 
6479,  Sept.  5,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  544. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d   Dist.   Case   No.   4820,   Nov.   7,   1918)    P.U.R.19a9A, 

1033. 
id.   (N,  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7196,  June  20,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1021. 
Western  Petroleum  Refiners  Asso.  v.  McAdoo   (Okla.  Order  No.  1534, 
Cause  No.  3486,  Jan.  18,  1019)    P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
Id.  V.  McAdoo    (Okla.  Order  No.  1584,  Cause  No.   3486,  Jan.  18, 

1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  6.^7. 
id.  V.   McAdoo    (Okla.  Order  No.   1534,  Cause  No.   3486,  Jan.   18, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  734. 
id.  V.  McAdoo   (Okla.  Order  No.  1534,  Cause  No.  3486,  Jan.  18, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  974. 
id.  V.  McAdoo    (Okla.  Order  No.  1534,  Cause  No.  3486,  Jan.   18, 
1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  695. 
Western  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Utah,  Case  No.  179,  May  13,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919D,  1042. 
id.  Utah-Idaho  Sugar  Co.  v.  (Utah)  P.UJL1919B,  1018. 
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Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Deciaion  No.  6770,  Application 

Xo.  3947,  Sept.  18,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  971. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5935,  Application  No.  2203,  Nov.  19,  1918; 

P.U.R.1919A,  965. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6117»  Application  No.  4312,  Feb.  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919C,  1064. 
id.   (Cal.    Decision    No.    6196,   Application    No.    3962,   March   IS, 

1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1006. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  6196,  Application  Xo.  3605,  March  13,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1011. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6436,  Application  No.  4661,  June  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  978. 
id.  (Cal.  Decison  No.  6462,  Application  No.  3947,  June  26,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919F,  990. 
id.  El  Dorado  County  Water  Users*  Asso.  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1919A, 

743. 
id.  El  Dorado  County  Water  Useri*  Asso.  ▼.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919B. 

346. 
Western   Stoneware  Ok,  Re    (III.  No.  9043,  April   16,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919D,  1004. 
Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1424,  Oct.  29,  1918)  P.UJU 

1919A,  1000. 
id.  (Pa,  Complaint  Docket  No.  2732,  April  7,  1919)  P.U.R»1919E, 

630. 
id.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  2732,  April  7,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F, 

999. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  T.  &  T.  132,  July  29,  1919)  P.U.R.1W9F,  999. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4686,  July  31,  1019)   P.U.R.1919E,  1026. 
id.  French  Bros.  v.  (III.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
Western  United  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  8476,  Sept.  12,  1918)  P.U.K. 

1919A,  ,951. 
id.   (111.  No.  8729,  Dec  4,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1021. 
id.  (  111.  Xo.  8831,  Jan.  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1024. 
id.   (Dl.  No.-  8835,  Jan.  30,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1024, 
id.   (111.  No.  9275,  July  26,  1919)  P.U.RlOlOEf  1039. 
Western  Water  Co.,  Re  (C^l.  Decision  No.  6428,  Application  No.  4346, 

June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  1006. 
id.  McCowan  v.  (Cal.)  P.UJEtl919F,  1006. 
Western  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1535,  July  31, 1919)  P.UJL 

1910E,  1030. 
id.  Bishop  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1056. 
WestfieldKansas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.  No.  9064,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.UJL 

1910F,  1000. 
Westfleld  Mill.  &  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1648,  Aug.  12,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Westfield  Motor  R.  Co.,  Re  (HL  No.  0195,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

975. 
id.   (111.  No.  9195,  July  18,  1919)  P.U.R.1019F,  1011. 
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Westfield  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  W63,  July  18,  1919)P.U.R.1919E,  1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  9163,  July  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1037. 
id.  (lU.  No(^  9194,  9218,  July  18,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919E,  1015. 
W«rtford  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1424,  Dec.  12,  1918)  P.UJt.l919A, 
1010. 
id.  (Wis.  U-988,  Dec  13,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
West  Ftaakfort  v.  Chicago  &  £.  I.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  7823,  Dec.  le,  3918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  958. 
West  Hnmmond  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (IIL  No.  8596,  Jan.  14,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  973. 
West  India  &  P.  Teleg.  Co.,  Benedict©  T.  (U.  S.  0.  C.  A.)  P.U.R.1919E, 

621. 
West  Lawn  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1696,  Nov.  29,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1016. 
West  Newton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  4533,  Sept.  ^,  1919)   P.U.R 

1919F,  1001. 
West  Oxford  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me..U-331,  April  4,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C. 
1042. 
id.   (Me.  U-331,  April  4,  1919)  P.U.:R.1919C,  1044. 
West  Penn  Power  Co.,  Hood  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919D,  568. 
West  Plains  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Owe  No.  1649,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R 
1919A,  660. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1649,  Oct.  1,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  424. 
Westport,   Re    (Ind.   No.    4836,   Oct.    18,    1919)    P.U.R.    1919F,   1015. 
West  Reading  v.  West  Reading  R.   Co.    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket  Na 
1662,  Oct.  28,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
Id.  V.  West  Reading  Water  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1662, 
Oct  28,  1918)  P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
West   Reading   R.    Co.,   West   Reading  t.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1919A,   lOia 
West  Reading  Water  Co.,  Roller  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1919A,  101». 
id.  Koller   ▼.    (Pa,)    P.U.R.1919E,   isi. 
id.  Machemer  ▼.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  Machemer  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
id.  West  Reading  V.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
id.  Wyomissing  ▼.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.  Wyomissing  V.  (Pa.)  PU.R.1919E,  131. 
West  Salem  Ice  &  Light  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Oommlssion  t.    (111.) 

P.U.R.1919F,  1021. 
West  Sen  Joaquin  Valley  Water  Co.,  Pierini  T.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1919D, 

1049. 
West  Side  Warehouse  Ck>.,  Re   (DL  No.  8649,  Nov.  18,  1918)   P.U.R 

1919A,  1000. 
Westville  &  N.  Water  Po,,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  19,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  427. 
W.   G.   Flat  Teleph.   Co.,  People's  Teleph.   &  Teleg.   Co.   v.    (S.   D., 
P.U.R.1919D,  672. 
id.  People's  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  ▼.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1919E,  293. 
Wheaton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Feb.  13,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1014. 
Wheeler  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  U-1376,  Nov.  1,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 
1009. 
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Wheeler  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  U-1375,  Nov.  1,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B, 

422. 
Wheeling  v.  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (W.  Va.  Sup.  Ct.  1918,  — 

W.  Va.  — ,  96  S.  &  653)  P.UJ1.1919A,  866. 
Wheelock,  Re  {lit  No.  8740,  Jan.  23,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1039. 
White,  Re  (Miss.  No.  6014,  Nov.  8,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1041. 

id.  V.  Bines  (lU.  No.  8738,  Sept.  3,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  981. 
White  Bus  lane  v.  A.  R.  G.  Bus  Co.    (CaL  Decision  No.  5565,  Case 
No.  1206,  July  10,  191«)   P.U.R.1919C,  922. 
id.  V.  A.  R.  G.  Bus  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  5565,  Case  No.  1206, 
July  10,  1918)  P.U.R,1919E,  19«. 
White    (Bert   L.)    Co.   v.   Commonwealth   Edison   Co.    (111.   No.    8719 

April  14,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1031. 
Whitehead  v.  Niagara  Falls  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.    (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6548. 
June  li,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  220. 
id.  V.  Niagara  Falls  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 
6548,  June  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  624. 
White  Horse  Pike,  Re   (X.  J.  July  22,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
Whiteland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4052,  March  31,  1919)    P.U.R. 
1919B,  1013. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4052,  March  31,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  572. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  4052,  March  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  835. 
White  Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (N.  H.  D-514,  Order  No. 

860,  Feb.  27,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  994. 
White  River  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4276,  Dec.  26,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  1002. 
Whiting,  Re    (Ind.  No.  4812,  Sept.   13,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,   1014. 
id.  Northern   Indiana  Gae  &   E.   Co.    (Ind.  No.  4376,  March  20, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
id.  V.   Northern    Indiana   Gas   t   E.   Co.    (Ind.   No.   4376,   March 
20,  1919)    P.U.R,1919D,   1031. 
Whittenberger,    Re    (Mich.  So.   2515,    Sept.   20,    1919)    P.U.R,1919F, 

985. 
Wickford  Light  &  Water  Cp.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  462,  Jan.  22,  1919)  P.U.R. 
1919A,  976. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  462,  Jan.  22,  1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  478,  May  21,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1008. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  490,  June  25,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1018. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  491,  June  25,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1019. 
Wilce  T.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9033.  May  7,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  998. 
Wildwood  &  D.  B.  Short  Line  R.  Co.,  Wildwood  Extension  Realty  Co. 
V.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
id.  Wildwood  Extension  Realty  Co.  ▼.   (N*  J.)  P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
Wildwood  Extension  Realty  Co.  v.  Wildwood  &  D.  B.  Short  Line  R. 
O).    (N.  J.  July  16,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1051. 
id.  V.  Wildwood  &  D.  B.  Sliort  Line  R.  Co.  (N.  J.  July  16,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919E,  1054. 
Wilkes-Barre,  D.  &  H.  L.   S.  R.   Co.,  State  Highway  Dept.  t.    (Pa.) 
P.r.R.lOlOD,  1001. 
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Wfllamette  P.  R.  Co.'s  Appeal  (Or.  Sup.  Ct.  1919,  —  Or.  — ,  177  Pac. 

426)  P.U.R,1919C,  696. 
Wakmette  VaJiey  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  444, 

F-766,  Sept.  30,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  997. 
Willard  Telepb.  Co.,  R*  (Mo.  Case  No.  2066,  Aug.  19,  1919)   P.U.R. 

1919E,  I0». 
Willettt  T.  St  LouiB  Southwestern  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Caae  Na  2047,  Aug. 

19,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1061. 
Williams,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6749,  AprU  1, 1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

996. 
id.  V.   Chicago  &  N.   W.  R.   Co.    (Wis.   R-2342,  July  24,   1918) 

P.U.R.1919E,  676. 
Williamsport,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3906,  July  18,  1918)    P.U.R.1919D,  670. 
Williamston,   WUliamston   Illuminating  Co.   t.    (Mich.)    P.U.R.1919C, 

1052. 
Williamston   Illuminating  Co.   v.   Williamston    (Mich.   D-1023,  April 

9,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,   1052. 
Williamsville  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  G-36,  Aug.  13, 

1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  990. 
Williamsville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  8232,  Sept.   30,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  661. 
id.   (111.  No.  8232,  Sept.  30,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1001. 
Wilson,  Re    (Utah   Case  No.   176,  July  2,   1919)    P.U.R.1910E,   998. 
Wilson  &  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6063,  Aug.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1919E, 

89. 
Wilson  (R.  C.)  A  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  8411,  Oct.  1,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A, 

971. 
id.  (111.  No.  8679,  Nov.  6,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  947. 
Winfred  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (S.  D.   No.   3561,   April   12,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919C,  1060. 
Wlnnemucca  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re   (Nev.  I.  &  S.  Docket  U-5,  July 

8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1017. 
id.   (Nev.  I.  &  S.  Docket  U-6,  July  8,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1031. 
Winona  Electric  Light  ft   Water  Co.,  Re    (Ind.   No.   4113,   Sept.   30, 

1918)    P.U.R.1919D,  564. 
Winslow  &  S.  W.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  9179,  Sept.  2,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919F.  1000. 
Winthrop,  Hoyt  v.    (Me.)   P.U.R.1919F,  988. 
Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  U-342,  March  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1004. 
Wiieasset  Water  Co.,  Standard  Shipyard  Co.  v.    (Me.)    P.U.R.1919B, 

1048. 
Wisconsin  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  R-2510,  Sept.  26,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F, 

997. 
Wisconsin   Gas   &   E.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1170,   Oct.   5,   1918)    P.U.R. 

1919A,  990. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1386,  Oct.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1038. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1412.  Oct.  31,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  989. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1360,  Nov.  8,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1360,  Dec.  13,  1938)   P.U.R.1919A,  977. 
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Wisccmsin  Highway  CommisBion  v.   Chicago  ^  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis. 

R-2491,  Aug.  15,  1919)   t>.U.R.1919E,  1008. 
WiBconsin-Miimesota  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1512,  July  17,  1910) 
P.UJL1919F,  992. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1614,  U-1619,  Sept  10,  1919)    P.U.R.1019F,  992. 
Wisconsin  Power,  Light  &  Heat  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-U27,  IUvf.  30,  1918) 
P.U.R.1919,  990. 
id.  (Wis.  Jan.  16,  1919)   P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
id.   (Wis.   U-1430,  Jan.   17,   1919)    P.U.R.1919A,  978. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1462,  Jan.  31,  1919)   P.U.R.1919B,  1008. 
Wisconsin   R.   Light   &  P.   Co.,   Re    (WU.   R-2384,   Sept.    12,  1918) 
P.U.R.1019A,  169. 
id.  (Wis.   Rr-2384,  Sept   12,   1918)    P.UJt.l919A,  986. 
id.  (Wis.  R-2384,  Sept.  12,  1918)   P.UJ1.1919B,  426. 
id.  (Wis.  R-2308,  Nov..  4,  1918)    P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
id.  (Wis.  R-2308,  April  30,  1919)  P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Wisconsin  Tel^h.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  S.  B.-1^82,  July  24,  1918)   P.UJL 
1919A,  956. 
id.  (Wis.  Sept.  6,  1919)   P.U.R.1910P,  981. 
id.  (Wis.  Sept  6,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  1004. 
id.  (Wis.  Oct  6,  1919)  P.U.R.1W9F,  1031. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Blaine  v.   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1919D,  727. 
Wisconsin  Traction  Light,  Heat  A  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  Rr-2337,  Oet  i^ 
1918)   P.U.R.1919B,  1037. 
dd.  (Wis.  R-2361,  Feb.  12,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B,  1006. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1236,  March  8,  1919)   P.UJEL1919B,  1004. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1236,  March  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919C,  871. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1236,  March  8,  1910)   P.U.R.1919F,  167. 
id.  (Wis.  U-1236,  March  8,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  168. 
id.  (Wis.  R-2361,  March  22,  1919)    P.U.R.1919B,  1007. 
id.  (Wis.  Rr-2361,  April  26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
id.   (Wis.  U-1390,  April  26,  1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1052. 
id.  Menasha  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1919D,  992. 
id.  Ziegler  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Wisconsin  Valley  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Nov.  29,  1918)  P.UJL  1919A. 
985. 
id.  (Wis.  Dec.  23,  1918)  P.U.R.  1919A,  985. 
Wisconsin  Valley  Improv.  Co.,  Re    (Wit.  W.  P-106,  Jan.  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1017. 
Wittenberg  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   U-1528,  June  24,   1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1029. 
Wobum  Gas  Petition,  Ro  (Mass.  Nov.  22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  987. 
WoUaston  Park  Improv.  Asso.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  866,  Oct  16,  1918) 

P.U.R.1919A,  964. 
Wolsey  Mill  &  Light  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  Order  No. 

P-511,  Dec.  24,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1043. 
Wonewoc  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-1566,  Sept.  30,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919P, 
1005. 
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Wbod  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio  No.  1420,  Sept  27,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1919A,  966. 
id.   (C«iio  No.  1478,  Sept.  27,  1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1036. 
id.  Rudolph  Teleph.  Co.  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1919C,  1060. 
Woodgate  Teleph.   Syetem,   Re    (Minn.   Oct   21,   1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1005. 
Woodland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (IH  No.  8884,  June  10,  1919)  P.U.R.1919£, 

1026. 
id.  T.  JJrescent  City  Teleph.  Ca    (111.  No.  9025,  July  22,  1919) 
^  P.UJt.l919E,  1027. 
Woodlawn  Fireproof  Storage  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  9334,  July  25,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919E,  1002. 
id.  (111.  No.  9334,  July  25,  191fif)  P.U.R.1919E,  1039. 
Wood  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (Idaho  Case  F-298,  Order  No.  592,  Sept 

26,  1919)    P.U.R.1919F,  974. 
Woods  T.  New  York  Tdeph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist  Case  No.  6440,  Aug. 

22,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1046. 
Woolwich  Water   Co.,  Swedesboro  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R.1919B,  1048. 
Worcester  Consol.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Maes.  P.  S.  0.  2353,  April  14, 

1919)   P.U.R.1919C,  1053. 
Worcester  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  March  11,  1919)  P.U.R.1919B, 

1029. 
Worcester  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Jan.  18,  1919)  P.UJL1919A,  1027. 
Worcester  Suburban  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Mass.  Oct  28,  1918)    P.U.R. 

1919B,  1033. 
Worthington   Teleph.    Co.,   Re    (Minn.    Oct    16,    1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1004. 
Wright,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6564,  Nov.  7,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  959. 
Wright  Bros.   Light  &  P.   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   8709,  Maxell  3,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919B,  1003. 
Wright  0>unty  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  June  20,  1019)   P.U.R.1919E, 

1028. 
Wulff,  Re  (Wis.  Sept  17,  1919)  P.U.R.1919F,  996. 
Wurl  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  9223,  July  22,  1919)    P.U.R. 

1919E,  1001. 
id.  (lU.  No.  9223,  July  22,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1037. 
Wynantskill  Hydroelectric  Co.  v.  Albany  Southern  R.  O).  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist 

Case  No.  6573,  June  8,  1919)    P.U.R.1919E,  1006. 
Wyoming  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  5736,  Dec  31, 

1918)  P.U.R.1919A,  1007. 
id.  Ardmore  v.  (S.  D.  P.UJ1.1919F,  1030. 
Wyomissing  v.  West  Reading  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1645)  P.U.R.1919E,  131. 
id.     West  Reading  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1645, 

Oct  28,  1918)   P.U.R.1919A,  1013. 
Xenia  Water  Co.,  Re    (Ohio  No.  1111,  Oct  21,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A, 

1013. 
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Yakima  Valley   Transp.   Co.,   Public   Service  Commission   ▼.    (WmIl) 

P.U.R.1919F,  994. 
Yale   Short  Line  R.  Co.,  Re    (Rl.  No.  M9«,  July  18,  1919)    P.UJt. 
1919E,   1001. 
id.   (111.  No.  9196,  July  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919E,  1037. 
Yazoo  A  M.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  6049,  June  3,  1919)   P.U.R. 
1919D,  1040. 
id.    Goodbee  V.  (La.)  P.U.R.1919C,  1048. 
id.  St.  Mary  v.  (La.)   P.U.R.1919F,  1027. 
Yonkers  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6(164,  April  IJ,  1919) 
P.U.R.1919D,  1088. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7167,  April  18,  1919)   P.U.R.1919D,  1013. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dtet.  Case  No.  6684,  April  24,  1919)   P.UJ1.1919D, 

103a 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  7185,  May  20,  1919)  P.U.R.1919E,  1023. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6925,  July  22,  1919)   P.U.R.  1919BV 
1024. 
York  County  Power  Co.,  Re  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  204,  Nov.  1,  1918)  P.UJt. 
1919A,  987. 
id.  (Me.  F.  0.  Nos.  201,  207,  Nov.  12,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B;  541. 
id.  (Me.  P.  C.  216,  Dec.  26,  1918)    P.U.R.1919A,  1014. 
York  Ga»  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Xeb.  Application  No.  2754,  May  22,  1919) 

P.U.R-1919D,  996. 
Yorktown  Waterworks  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  4182,  Nov.  4,  1918)   P.U.K 
1919A,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.   No.   4182,   Nov.   4,   1918)    P.U.R.1919B,    527. 
Young  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Wis.  R-2505,  Sept.  16,  1919)  P.U.R. 

1919P,  989. 
Young  Women's  Business  Club,  Re    (Miss.  No.  5038,  April  1,  1919) 

P.U.R.1919D,  1040. 
Ysmael   (Juan)   &  Co.  v.  MacLeod  &  Co.    (Philippine  Case  No.  1263^ 

April  3,  1919)   P.U.R.1919F,  1008. 
Zanesville   Terminal   R.   Co.,  Mclntire   Coal  &  B.   S.   C>o.  v.    (Ohio)^ 
P.U.R.1919B,  1042. 
id.  Mclntire  Coal  &  Builders  Supply  Oo.  T.    (Ohio)    P.U.R.1919E,. 
55. 
Zelzali  Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Dedaion  No.  6020,  Application  No. 

4231,  Dec.  26,  1918)  P.U.R.1919B,  1019. 
Zenith  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Feb.  14,  1919)  P.UJ1.1919C,  876. 

id.   (Minn.    Feb.    14,    1919)    P.U.R.1919C,   877. 
Ziegler  v.  Wisconsin  Traction  Light,  Heat  &  P.   Co.    (Wis.   R-2433,. 

March  21,  1919)    P.U.R.1919D,  1035. 
Zimmerman,   Re    (Mich.   No.    8030-23,  April   11,   1919)    P.U.R.1919C,. 

1045. 
Zion  v.  Louisiana  &  A.  R.  Oo.    (La.  Order  No.  2277,  2875,  May  27, 

1919)  P.U.R,1919D,  1040. 
Zitto  V.  Haines  Canyon  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  6388,  Case  Na 
•^  1312,  June  5,  1919)  P.U.R1919F,  1031. 
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